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ONE- AND TWO-PARTICLE SPECTRAL GAP IDENTITIES FOR THE
SYMMETRIC INCLUSION PROCESS AND RELATED MODELS

SEONWOO KIM AND FEDERICO SAU

ABSTRACT. The symmetric inclusion process (SIP) models particles diffusing on a graph
with mutual attraction. We recently showed [KS24] that, in the log-concave regime (where
diffusivity dominates interaction), the spectral gap of the conservative SIP matches that of
a single particle. In this paper, our main result demonstrates that this identity generally
fails outside this regime, but always holds for the non-conservative SIP, regardless of the
interaction strength. When this one-particle spectral gap identity breaks down, we derive
sharp bounds for the gap in terms of diffusivity, and reveal a two-particle spectral gap iden-
tity in the vanishing diffusivity limit. Our approach leverages the rigid eigenstructure of
SIP, refined comparisons of Dirichlet forms for arbitrary diffusivity and particle numbers,
and techniques from slow-fast system analysis. These findings extend to the dual interact-
ing diffusion known as Brownian energy process, and shed some light on the spectral gap
behavior for related Dirichlet-reversible systems on general, non-mean-field, geometries.

1. INTRODUCTION

The symmetric inclusion process (SIP) is a system of interacting particles hopping on
the sites x,y,z,... € V of a finite graph G. In its conservative version, each particle jumps
from a site x to another one y at rate czy (o + 1), where:

® cyy = Cyy > 0 is a symmetric weight attached to the edge zy;
e o, > 0 is a weight attached to the arrival site y;
e 1, € Ny denotes the number of particles sitting on y.

While the rate ¢,y o accounts for the free motion (or diffusion) of each particle, czyny
introduces an interaction among them by favoring jumps on top of already occupied sites.
Moreover, this dynamics is conservative (i.e., it preserves the total number of particles),
reversible with respect to a discrete Dirichlet distribution, and irreducible as soon as the
underlying graph is connected. We refer to Section 2 below for the detailed definition of the
process and its properties.

For now, let us just remark that SIP arises within different contexts (e.g., as a discrete
model of heat conduction [GKRO7|, and as a multi-type Moran model from population
genetics with non-mean-field interactions), and comes with closely related models from sta-
tistical physics. For instance, by setting o, = 1 and replacing the plus sign with a minus
sign in the rates, one obtains the renowned symmetric exclusion process [Spi70]. Fur-
thermore, SIP admits a continuous-spin counterpart, referred to as the Brownian energy
process [GKRV09] (see also Section 8.1 below). This continuous-spin model, roughly speak-
ing, describes the energies of an instance of Kac’s walk [Kac56], in which velocities evolve
as interacting diffusions, rather than being instantaneously updated at random “collision”
times.
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In all these models, a central question is that of determining precise convergence rates
to equilibrium, and, in the context of reversible processes, one of the most investigated
quantities for this purpose is the so-called spectral gap.

1.1. One-particle spectral gap identity. For SIP on a graph G = (V, (czy)zyev) en-
dowed with site weights a = (az)zev,

gapgrp(G,a) >0

denotes the corresponding spectral gap, i.e., the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of (the negative
of) the infinitesimal generator (see Section 2 for the precise definition). In a previous work
[KS24], we established the following bounds on gapgp (G, «) in terms of gaprw (G, @), the
spectral gap of the random walk (RW) on G which jumps from z to y with rate czy ay,: for
all graphs G and site weights «,

(1 A aumin) gaprw (G, @) < gapgip (G, a) < gapry (G, ) . (1.1)

Here and all throughout, a A b := min{a, b} and amyi, = mingecy a;.
Notably, as soon as amin > 1, the inequalities in (1.1) saturate to an identity:

gapgrp (G, a) = gaprw (G, @) , Omin > 1. (1.2)

This one-particle reduction corresponds to a SIP-version of the celebrated Aldous’ spectral
gap conjecture, originally formulated for interchange and symmetric exclusion processes in
the early 90s, and settled two decades later in [CLR10]. In fact, the identity in (1.2) is
extremely powerful, as it reduces, for every underlying graph G, the spectral gap of SIP —
an infinite system, as it may consist of arbitrarily many particles — to that of RW, a much
simpler Markov chain with finite state space V', for which several techniques to bound the
spectral gap in terms of simple features of the underlying graph G are known (see, e.g.,
[SC97, MT06, LP17, Her23|). For completeness, let us emphasize that an identity like (1.2),
while trivial for a system of independent particles, is not at all expected to hold for truly
interacting systems. Indeed, apart from the processes treated in [CLR10], only a handful of
other models were discovered to satisfy, on any geometry, a spectral gap identity involving
the corresponding random walk. These models are:

e the symmetric exclusion process in contact with reservoirs in [Sal23, Sal24];

e the Binomial splitting process in [QS23, BC24].
The identity in (1.2) adds SIP to the short list above, provided that i, > 1 (we shall also
refer to this condition as “log-concave regime”, see Remark 2.1 below).

One of our main results (Theorem 2.4) states that, without this condition on ayiy,, this

identity, in general, fails: for some graphs G and site weights «,

gapgip (G, ) £ gapry (G, @) . (1.3)
In other words, the factor 1 A api, in (1.1) cannot be generally neglected when
min € (0,1) . (1.4)

This naturally leads us to further investigate this regime, with the twofold goal of:

(a) deriving an alternative lower bound for gapgp(G,a), better capturing its depen-
dence on aupin;

(b) obtaining a two-particle reduction of gapgp (G, «), in the asymptotic regime of van-
ishing diffusivity o — 0.

We discuss these two steps in Sections 1.2 and 1.3, respectively.
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1.2. Sharp dependence on «,,;,. In order to isolate the role of apin, let us introduce new

site weights & = —%—. With this notation, a simple scaling argument implies

gaprw (G, @) = aumin gapry (G, &) .

Due to the particle interaction, the same argument does not directly apply to SIP(G, «).
Instead, if combined with the inequalities in (1.1), the above identity yields

O41{21{1110 gapr(G, é‘) < gapSIP(G7 a) < Omin gapRW(Ga d) ) Qmin € (07 1) . (15)

Hence, if we encode the dependence on (G, &) through gaprw (G, &), the lower bound in
(1.5) above would predict gapgp (G, ) to depend on the square of aumin.

Our second main result (Theorem 2.2) proves this guess to be wrong, showing that, in
general, gapgp (G, «) depends linearly, rather than quadratically as in (1.5), on amin € (0, 1):
for all graphs G and site weights «,

C amin < gapgp(G, @), Omin € (0,1) (1.6)

Q Because of the second

where C > 0 is a constant depending only on G and & = ~—
inequality in (1.5), the order-one dependence on amin for gapgp (G, @) in (1.6) is sharp. As
we will see, this sharpened result crucially requires to express the dependence on G not

through gaprw (G, &), but other features of the underlying geometry.

1.3. Two-particle spectral gap identity. All considerations made so far leave the fol-
lowing question unanswered: given that the spectral gap of SIP does not always coincide
with that of a single particle (namely, RW), does it instead coincide with the spectral gap
of the k-particle SIP, for some integer k > 2, independent of the underlying graph G and
site weights «?

Asking the same question for SIP’s “instantaneously thermalized” variant also known as
Beta-Binomial splitting process (see, e.g., [PR23] or Section 8.2) — Pietro Caputo conjec-
tured (personal communication) this spectral gap reduction to hold true with £ = 2. In
words, the Beta-Binomial splitting dynamics consists of, first selecting an edge xy with rate
¢y (regardless of the particle configuration), and then letting particles sitting on x and y
redistribute themselves according to the SIP-equilibrium, restricted to that edge. Besides
being clearly related to SIP, the Beta-Binomial splitting process is the particle analogue of
a model which shows up in the literature under various names, e.g., the Kipnis-Marchioro-
Presutti model [KMP82], a random walk on the simplex [CLL20], or (the energies of) the
renowned Kac’s walk [Kach6, CCL03]. Spectral gap estimates for this model are known only
on two specific geometric settings: the complete graph [CCL03, Cap08], and the segment
with amin > 1 [CLL20]. In both cases, a spectral gap identity with & = 2 is indeed verified.

The aforementioned conjecture translates to the context of SIP as follows: for all graphs
G and site weights «,

gapgip (G, a) = gapy (G, a) (1.7)
where gap, (G, ), k > 1, stands for the spectral gap of the k-particle SIP. Clearly, we have
gap, (G, @) = gaprw (G, ). Moreover, in view of (1.2) and gapgp(G,a) < gapy(G,a) <
gap; (G, «) in (2.6), the two-particle spectral gap identity in (1.7) remains to be verified
only off the log-concave regime, i.e., when (1.4) holds.

We provide a partial answer in the affirmative to this conjecture, by determining spectral
gap asymptotics as & — 0. The precise form of the asymptotic validity of (1.7) is the
content of Theorem 2.3 below. We refer to Section 2.3 for more details, but let us briefly
remark that our asymptotic analysis highlights the key role that the two-particle dynamics
plays for both results in Theorems 2.3 and 2.4. We believe this point of view to be fruitful
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also for other related interacting systems with Gamma-like reversible measures. For more
details, see Section 8.2.

1.4. Non-conservative case. So far, we discussed only closed (or conservative) systems
in which inclusion particles neither get created nor annihilated. Open (or non-conservative)
systems allow for this possibility, usually modeled as systems in contact with reservoirs,
see, e.g., [Spo83, DEHP93, CGGR13]. For SIP, the standard choice consists of creating a
particle in = with rate w, 0, (a; + 7,), and annihilating each particle therein (if any) with
rate wy (1 + 6,), where w, and 6, form a set of non-negative site parameters added to the
model. For precise definitions, see Section 6.

In essence, the open SIP presents two main features: first, due to the lack of particle
conservation, the configuration space now consists of a unique, countably infinite, irreducible
component; second, the unique ergodic measure is reversible if the #-parameters do not
depend on x, and non-reversible if they do depend. This drastic change from reversibility to
non-reversibility goes together with the emergence of a number of remarkable phenomena
(e.g., currents, long-range correlations), which distinguish equilibrium from non-equilibrium
statistical mechanics, see, e.g., [Spo91, DMP91, KL99, Sch01].

Nevertheless, as already observed in the physics literature around thirty years ago for a
large class of exactly solvable models [ADHR94] (see also [FGK20]), the “spectrum” does
not depend on the #-parameters, and, thus, is the same for both equilibrium and non-
equilibrium systems. The quotation marks above are required when dealing with infinite
configuration spaces and corresponding generators, because the full spectrum, a priori, may
include also non-eigenvalues and may depend on the underlying functional space on which
the matrix/operators act. That said, this f-independence of the spectrum becomes rigorous
for systems having a finite configuration space as, for instance, the symmetric exclusion
process in contact with reservoirs (see Remark 6.6 below for more details).

In this article, we establish the following results for the non-conservative SIP, for any
underlying graph G and site weights «, w, and 6:

(i) Eigenfunctions of the purely absorbing system (corresponding to 8 = 0) “lift” to
(generalized) eigenfunctions of SIP corresponding to the same eigenvalues.
(ii) Remarkably, the spectral gap of the particle system with § = 0 coincides with

gapr(G, Oé,(d) >0 )

the spectral gap of the one-particle system, namely, of the random walk evolving on
G, and killed with rate w, when sitting on x € V (Theorem 6.1).

(iii) In the reversible case (i.e., when # = const.), the eigenfunctions obtained in (i)
provide an orthonormal basis in a natural L?-space.

Let us emphasize that step (i) holds in both reversible and non-reversible settings, while
step (ii) is a statement concerning the case § = 0 only; establishing the claim in (iii) is
where we need to restrict to the reversible SIP.

Putting these steps together, our main result in this non-conservative setting (Corollary
6.4) may be summarized as follows: for all graphs G and site weights « and w,

where gapgp(G,a,w, ) denotes the first gap in the spectrum of the reversible SIP with
0 = p > 0, compatibly with the functional setting of step (iii).

When comparing the conservative and non-conservative settings, we remark a striking
different behavior of SIP’s spectral gap: while a system of two particles sharply captures
the spectral gap of the many-particle closed SIP, the spectral gap of the open SIP is always
governed (at least when 6 = const.) by that of a single random walk with killing — with



ONE- & TWO-PARTICLE SPECTRAL GAP IDENTITIES FOR SIP 5

no constraint on the value of ap, > 0. We believe this dichotomy to hold true not just
for SIP, but also for a larger class of interacting systems in statistical mechanics having
Dirichlet-like steady states.

1.5. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sections
2-5 concern the closed SIP. More specifically, Section 2 contains the model definition,
the main results (Theorems 2.2-2.4), and an outline of their proofs. In Sections 3-4, we
present the proof of Theorem 2.2; in Section 5, we prove the remaining two theorems from
Section 2. Sections 6—7 focus on SIP in contact with reservoirs, the first one of these sections
detailing the model and main results, the second one presenting the proofs of the main results
therein. Finally, in Section 8, we briefly discuss some extensions of our results to discrete and
continuous-spin models related to SIP. In particular, in view of the isospectrality showed
in [KS24] between SIP and Brownian energy process, we derive spectral gap estimates for
the latter. We conclude the paper with two appendices, in which we provide the full proofs
of two technical ingredients employed in Section 5.

2. CONSERVATIVE SIP. SETTING AND MAIN RESULTS

Unless stated otherwise, all throughout the article, our underlying geometry consists of
a weighted finite graph G = (V, (¢zy)z,yev), with symmetric conductances ¢z = ¢yg > 0
(conventionally, ¢, = 0). We always assume the undirected graph G to be connected,
i.e., for all z,y € V, there exists a sequence g = x,%1,...,T¢_1,Z¢ = y in V such that
H§:1 Cz;_yz; > 0. The length £ € N of the shortest sequence connecting two distinct sites
x,y € V corresponds to their graph distance, distg(z,y). As usual, we define the diameter,
diam(G) € {1,...,|V]}, as the largest of all pairwise distances.

2.1. Model. For a graph G = (V, (¢zy)zyev), some positive site weights o = (ay)zev, and
k € N, SIP,(G, a) denotes the Markov chain evolving on the configuration space

B = {UGN(‘)/:|77|:]<:} , with |n] ::an,
eV
with infinitesimal generator given, for all f € RZ, as
LG,a,kf(T/) = Z Cay Nz (ay + ny) (f(n — 0z + 5y) - f(Tl)) ) UESEST (2’1)
z,yeVv

In this formula,  — 6, + d, € Zj denotes the configuration obtained from 71 by removing
a particle from z (if any) and placing it on y. Since all particle configurations in Zj are
accessible, SIP;(G,«) is irreducible. As a simple detailed balance computation shows,
SIP,(G, o) admits a unique reversible measure p, j, given, for all n € =, by

1 (e + 1) . Lol + k)
wil(n) = [] . with Zyg = — 2.2

Here, " denotes the usual gamma function satisfying, for all @ > 0, I'(a + 1) = aT'(a).

Remark 2.1 (Log-concavity). The measure jiq  in (2.2) is known as Dirichlet-Multinomial
distribution of parameters k € N and o = (o )zev, and is the discrete analogue of the
Dirichlet distribution on the simplex X C RY of probability measures, see (8.1) and (8.2)
below. The Dirichlet distribution is well known to be log-concave (in the sense that its
probability density is of the form exp(—U), for some convex U : RV — R) if and only if
amin > 1. Hence, piq1 is the discrete counterpart of a log-concave measure if and only
if amin > 1. More directly, pq 1 is a “discrete log-concave measure” also in the following
sense: [y k is the canonical measure (i.e., conditional on |n| = k) of the product measure



6 SEONWOO KIM AND FEDERICO SAU

Va,p in (6.2) below, whose Negative-Binomial marginal measures on Ny are log-concave (i.e.,
Vao(Mz = )2 > Vao(e = £ — 1) Vg p(ne = £+ 1), for all £ > 1 and x € V) if and only if
Omin > 1.

2.2. A non-asymptotic lower bound for the spectral gap. Because of irreducibility
and reversibility, all |Zj| eigenvalues of the (negative) generator —Lg o in (2.1) are real
and non-negative, the smallest one being equal to zero, whereas the second one — referred
to as spectral gap of SIP.(G,«) and shortened as gap,(G,a) — being strictly positive.
Confronting with the notation from Section 1, we have

gapr(G, Oé) = gapl(G7 a) ) (23)

because SIPy(G,«) with & = 1 corresponds to a single, thus, non-interacting particle,
abbreviated as RW(G,«a). All cases k > 2 describe a truly interacting system; hence,
we define

gapgrp(G,a) = Ig;g gapy (G, ) . (2.4)

We are now ready to state the precise statement of the result in (1.6), concerned with the
sharp dependence of gapgp (G, @) on apyin = mingey ay, with a special focus on the regime
Qimin € (O, 1).

Theorem 2.2. For all graphs G = (V, (cay)ayev) and site weights a = (az)zev, we have

1 Uratio Cmin
Gmin { 21 6amin/aratio |‘/|2 dlam(G) — gapSIP( 3 OZ) 5

where
Qmin MiNgzey Qg .
Qratio = = <1, Cin ‘= Min czy > 0. (2.5)
Omax maxyecy Oy z,yeV
C:cy>0

As already discussed in Section 1.2, this lower bound captures the correct dependence of
gapgrp (G, ) on apiy for every fixed G, provided that apati, remains bounded away from
zero. Moreover, the estimate is non-asymptotic, with a rather explicit constant depending
on some relevant features of the graph, such as its size and diameter. Nevertheless, we do
not claim this factor to be sharp, and certainly there is plenty of room for improving our
proof arguments when passing to concrete examples such as d-dimensional discrete boxes
and tori, complete bipartite graphs, trees, etc.

Instead of pursuing this plan, we stick to general geometries, but pass to the regime of
vanishing weights o — 0. In this setting, we provide an asymptotic characterization of this
factor not in terms of the spectral gap of RW(G, ), but of the “second simplest system” on
this geometry: SIP5(G, ), namely, the symmetric inclusion process with just two particles.

2.3. Spectral gap’s asymptotics. As already proved in [KS24] (see also Section 3.1 be-
low), we have, for all graphs G and site weights «,
gap (G, a) < gap;_1 (G, ) , k>2. (2.6)

The next result shows that, in the limit o« — 0, we can reverse the above inequality for
k > 3. In what follows, for simplicity, instead of o = (a;)zev — 0, we consider

a=cedh, with 0 < e < 1 and & = (G )zey fixed . (2.7)
Theorem 2.3. For all graphs G = (V, (czy)ayev) and site weights & = (& )zev, we have

gapy (G, ed)

=1 k>3.
e—0 gapsy (G, ed) ’ -
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In view of the definition of gapg;p (G, @) in (2.4) and of the inequalities in (2.6), the above
limit is an asymptotic version of the two-particle spectral gap identity in (1.7). Let us stress
that this result holds true for any graph G and integer k£ > 3. However, the case k = 2 is
excluded for a good reason, as shown in the following result.

Theorem 2.4. For some graphs G = (V, (czy)zycv) and site weights & = (Gy)zev, we have

gapy (G, ed)
e—0 gap, (G, ed)

This inequality provides, if combined with (2.6) and the definitions in (2.3)—(2.4), an
instance of (1.3), namely, of the failure of the one-particle spectral gap identity in (1.2).
The graphs G and site weights & which we adopt to prove this result are far from being
intricate. In fact, we decide to take G to be the most standard d-dimensional discrete torus,
with d > 2 and sufficiently large size, and & = 1. These are just some of the possible
examples that one could exhibit for proving (2.8). Indeed, as it will become apparent from
the proof, essentially any other sparse geometry for which the random walk’s relaxation time
(i.e., gappw (G, a)™!) is much smaller than the expected meeting time of two independent
random walks initialized at equilibrium, will equally work. We refer to the subsequent
section for further explanations.

<1. (2.8)

2.4. Proofs outline. Recall that an inclusion particle jumps from z to a nearest neighbor
y at rate proportional to oy, +n,. On the one hand, when non-zero, the term 7, > 1 stands
for the interaction between particles on adjacent sites, which mutually attract each other,
tending to stick together. On the other hand, a,, > 0 represents an independent mechanism
of particle diffusion. In this sense, the regime ampi, € (0,1) depicts the situation in which,
at least in some portions of the graph, particle stickiness dominates over diffusion.

This regime becomes particularly significant when considering the limit o — 0. In this
setting, SIP(G, «) exhibits a metastable behavior, as thoroughly studied in the last decade
[GRV13, BDG17, KS21, Kim21, Kim23]. These works describe the following qualitative
picture, when o = & as in (2.7). Roughly speaking, as long as particles are far from each
other (i.e., at graph distance > 2), they perform jumps on the timescale e~1. As soon
as they are at distance one, they stick together in a much shorter time, roughly of order
one. These two mechanisms bring particles to meet and pile up together in large stacks
(or, condensates) in a time of order e~!. Concurrently, some particles sitting on a stack
would still attempt to jump to empty nearest neighboring vertices at rate < e. While
some of the attempts fail, that is, the “courageous” particle is instantaneously sucked back
into a neighboring stack, some of these will succeed to attract sufficiently many particles,
managing to move the whole stack. Due to the rates’ symmetry encoded in the condition
Cay = Cya, it is then part of the results in [GRV13, BDG17] to show that relevant jumps of
entire stacks occur at times of order e !, and that, on this timescale, stacks are effectively
approximated by independent random walks on G, each evolving at rate proportional to &,
and capable of coalescing (possibly in a very complicated way if three or more stacks are
involved) when getting at distance one from each other. Hence, the metastable relevant
part of the dynamics takes place, according to this qualitative picture, on the timescale e~1.

Although this metastable picture provides a first correct intuition that gapgp(G,ed) =< €
as ¢ — 0, our quantitative analysis must take into account also features not captured by
usual metastability limit theorems. For instance, while metastability describes macroscopic
features of the system when initialized from macroscopically relevant configurations, global
functional inequalities as those determining spectral gaps require bounds which must be
uniform over the initial conditions. Moreover, we seek for lower bounds for gapgp(G,eé)
being independent of the system size. However, a crucial ingredient in the metastability
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picture of SIP(G,ed) is that k € N, the number of particles in the system is not too large;
more precisely,

logk < e !, ase < 1. (2.9)

This condition, always assumed in previous works (see, e.g., [GRV13, BDG17, Kim21,
Kim?23]) is not just technical, but strictly required for the condensation mechanism to take
place: (2.9) is a sufficient and necessary condition for the steady state of the system to
charge configurations consisting of a single stack of particles only.

2.4.1. Outline of the proof of Theorem 2.2. Our proof for determining the order-one depen-
dence on edmin of gapgp(G,ed) combines three main ingredients:

e the nested eigenstructure of SIP (valid for any underlying graph G) as already
exploited in [KS24];

e the full knowledge of the eigendecomposition in mean-field geometries and, more
specifically, the fact that eigenvalues grow quadratically (neglecting multiplicities)
with the particle total number;

e comparison inequalities of Dirichlet forms associated to the particle system on a
graph (G, against that on the complete graph.

All three steps are presented and combined to yield the proof of Theorem 2.2 in Section 3,
but the actual proof of the comparison inequality, longer and more technical, is presented
in Section 4.

In the metastable regime (2.9), our comparisons build on the classical distinguishing paths
method as applied, e.g., in the seminal work [DSC93] to the symmetric exclusion process.
Most of the care in our context lies in devising paths in which the total “cost” becomes not
larger than e~ k2, up to constants depending only on G and &. Here, the cost of each move
heavily depends on whether relocating a single particle augments, keeps constant, or lowers
the total number of stacks, and whether stacks do have or not neighboring stacks. Hence,
following the metastable behavior of the system offers us a guideline to construct efficient
distinguishing paths, e.g., taking care of never creating more than one extra occupied site
along the path. We refer to Sections 4.2 and 4.3 for the details.

When (2.9) does not hold, as already mentioned, the metastability picture breaks down,
and so does this approach via distinguishing paths. In order to overcome this, we replace
paths by more sophisticated two-dimensional ones, as particular instances of flows. In
presence of stacks consisting of a huge number of particles, these two-dimensional paths
allow us to rigorously implement the idea of moving only a smaller portion of the stack
at the time according to some suitably chosen probability, and leaving the rest untouched.
While this strategy of moving only some (and not all) particles of a stack produces an extra
factor ¢!, which we could not afford in the regime (2.9), this is now not problematic, as
we can control this factor with a suitable function of the number of particles of the stack.
For more details, see Section 4.4.

As we just sketched, these estimates involving Dirichlet forms yield comparison constants
which unavoidably degenerate like 1/k? as the total number of particles k¥ € N grows. Here is
where we crucially exploit the first two ingredients of the proof, in particular, the quadratic
growth of eigenvalues for the mean-field system, which removes this degeneracy.

2.4.2. Outline of the proof of Theorems 2.3 and 2.4. In order to establish the strict inequality
between gapgp (G, ed) and gapry (G, &) as in (1.3), comparison arguments as those we just
described turn out to be too loose (and, actually, too elaborated) to capture the precise pre-
factors. Instead, we follow a more basic approach, namely, turning the aforementioned
metastability picture into some quantitative spectral information.
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More specifically, for a fixed graph G and a fixed number of particles k € N, we employ
and sharpen classical limit theorems for slow-fast systems from [Kur73] (see also [GRV13]
for another application in the context of SIP). These theorems rigorously describe the
metastable dynamics for the slow macroscopic variables of SIP(G,eé&) in the limit € — 0.
The limit of the slow variables after a thermalization of the fast ones identifies the low-lying
spectrum. This allows us to capture the behavior of gapgp(G,ed), at least for € small
enough. These intuitive ideas are stated and proved rigorously in Section 5.1.

We are then left with identifying the spectral gap of the limiting metastable dynamics.
In contrast to SIP, which is irreducible, this metastable chain may consist of both recurrent
and transient states, as we detail in Section 5.2. Recurrent regions correspond to those
configurations in which all particles sit together, and the resulting single stack moves like
RW(G, &). Transient states are those configurations in which there are stacks at graph
distance at least two from each other. Hence, the spectral gap of the metastable process is
just the smallest among the random walk’s gap and the eigenvalues associated to any part
of the (sub-stochastic) transient dynamics.

Most of our work is devoted to analyzing the hierarchy of transient states. Indeed,
even the decomposition into irreducible components and the jump rates of the transient
dynamics are, in general, highly complicated and non-trivially dependent on the underlying
geometry and the number of particles. Nevertheless, by exploiting a form of consistency for
the metastable limiting dynamics, we are able to deduce that the lowest-lying eigenvalue of
the transient dynamics is attained by the system with just fwo particles, as adding more
particles — thus, potentially, stacks — does not cause any slowdown in the system. More
in detail, in Section 5.3, we verify that one only needs to focus on the number of stacks
(and not on the precise allocation of particles in each stack): for each m > 2, the smallest
eigenvalue of all transient sub-systems with m piles comes exactly from the sub-system with
m isolated particles. As a next step, in Section 5.4, we prove that the smallest eigenvalue
of all sub-systems with m > 2 isolated particles is attained at m = 2, i.e., the sub-system
with two isolated particles. Collecting these observations, we prove Theorem 2.3 in Section
5.5. Theorem 2.4 is also proved in this section: by exploiting this rigorous metastable
description of eigenvalues’ asymptotics, our proof boils down to estimates of relaxation and
mean meeting times of independent particles on a well studied geometry, corresponding,
respectively, to (the inverse of) the spectral gap of the recurrent and transient dynamics of
SIP’s metastable process.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2

We follow the outline in Section 2.4.1.

3.1. General eigenstructure of SIP. We start by recalling from [KS24] some general
facts on the eigenstructure of SIP functional to our analysis. First of all, SIP is consis-
tent, in the sense that the system with k& — 1 particles is recovered (in the sense of finite-
dimensional distributions) from the system with k particles, provided that one particle is
removed uniformly at random. In formula, this means that

Lgakrar = ar Laakr—1 (3.1)

holds true for all graphs G, site weights a, and k > 2, where aj : R¥-1 — RZ* is the
annihilation operator defined as

ag(n) =D negin—0o:),  gERT 1 neE;. (32)
zeV
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As proved in [KS24, Appendix A], aj is one-to-one. This readily implies that the (real)
spectrum of L¢ o k-1 is contained (with multiplicities) in that of L o (and, in particular,
that (2.6) holds). More precisely, if (X, f) is an eigenvalue-eigenfunction pair for —L¢ o k-1,
then (A, a,f) is one for —Lg o . As a consequence of this fact and reversibility, the rest of
the spectrum of —Lg 1 that does not come from —Lg o 1—1 must be found in the orthogonal
complement of those eigenfunctions “lifted” from those of —L¢ o x—1. This observation leads

us to introduce the creation operator aTa b1’ RZ — REk-1:
ol FO =Y (o tan) fE+8),  fER™, £e5,.
zeV

As demonstrated in [KS24, Proposition 3.1], the two operators a; and ajx w1 are adjoint
one to each other in the following sense:

k = =
(arg | flaxr = m (g] aL,k—1f>0c,k—1 , feR*, ge R
where (- | -)q % denotes the inner product in Zj, with respect to 1o 1 given in (2.2). In turn,

aL’k_l is onto and the following orthogonal decomposition holds:

L*(ptay) = Imay, @ Kera! ;. (3.3)

Next, let us recall a well-known variational characterization of gap, (G, «): for each k > 2,
. 5G «a k(f)

ap.(G,a) = inf —J————r . 3.4

gapy, (G, a) L Varax () (3-4)

fF#const.
Here, £¢0x(f) = (f | —Lg,akf),, , denotes the Dirichlet form evaluated at f € R=*, namely,

5G,a,k(f) = % Z Z ,Ua,k(n) Coy Nz (ay + ny) (f(ﬂ - 51‘ + 6y) - f(n))2 )

neZ x,ycVv

whereas Var, 1(f) stands for the variance of f € R=+ with respect to Mo k- It is immediate

to check that, if f € Ker al’k_l, then (f)ar = (f|1)a,r = 0 and, thus,

Var, i (f) = Hink = Z pak () f(n)* .
nEEL

Taking advantage of the lifting property of aj, the self-adjointness of Lg . on L%(pak),
and the orthogonal decomposition in (3.3), (3.4) simplifies as follows:

Ece
gapk@,a):gapk_l(aam( in G7g<f>>
rexeral I fllak
f#0

Hence, by an iterative argument on k£ > 2, we may focus on comparing £ o x(f) and Hf||ik,

(3.5)

: )
only for functions f € Kera k1"

3.2. Dirichlet forms and comparisons. The Dirichlet form Eg o 1(f) depends on the
underlying graph structure, whereas the orthogonal decomposition in (3.3) and || f Hik do
not. This simple observation motivates us to compare £g o x(f) with its complete graph
analogue, i.e., &k o k(f), where K = Ky denotes the complete graph on the sites of V' with
unitary conductances ¢z, = 1.

It turns out that, in this complete graph case, we can obtain the full eigendecomposition
of SIP. Remark that, although the spectrum and a set of eigenfunctions of SIPy (K, «) are



ONE- & TWO-PARTICLE SPECTRAL GAP IDENTITIES FOR SIP 11

known [Shi77] (see also [Cor23, Theorem 1.4] or [WZ19] and references therein), the next
proposition, together with the identity in (3.5), provides a simple and complete description
of eigenvalues and eigenspaces when G = K, which we shall exploit later.

Proposition 3.1. For every k > 1 and f € Ker aL s_1> we have

Exar(f) =k (Jal + k= 1) || fII2 4 - (3.6)

Proof. The result is well known for £ = 1, the random walk case. Indeed, Ker aLO coincides
with the subspace of functions f € R having mean zero with respect to Ha,1, Which equals
,ua,l(éx) Az recV.

:W7

Now, fix k > 2 and f € Ker ajx,k_l. By [KS24, Eq. (3.10)], we have
Exan(F) =k Y tak-1(6) Exare(fe) | (3.7)
§€Ek

with fe € R being defined as f¢(0,) == f(£ + 0,). Remark that one easily deduces (3.7)
from the following identity ([KS24, Eq. (3.9)]): for all x € V and £ € Ej_1,

Za k—1 oy + gx
« 590 x 1) = —— pak- T T =k a,k— T L a1 .
Hak(€ + 0z) (€ + 1) Zon fak—1(8) (az + &z) v,k 1<§)]a\+k—1 (3.8)
where the second step used (cf. (2.2))
Za,k—l o k
Za,k B ‘Oé’—i-k—l '
Analogously, we get
AR5 = D pak1(&) 1 fel2 e - (3.9)

S
By (3.7), the identity in (3.6) for k¥ = 1 (note that f € Ker aLk_l ensures that fe € Ker aLO)
and |{| =k — 1, and (3.9), we obtain
Exok(f) =k(al+k=1) Y par1(€) I fellies =k (ol + k=D FI2,
S

namely, the desired result. ([l

In view of (3.5) and Proposition 3.1, it remains to compare the two Dirichlet forms
E.ak(f) and Ex o k(f), for any f € R=*. This is the content of the following theorem, and
certainly represents the hardest step of the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 3.2. For all k > 2 and f € RZ*, we have
21 k (amax + &k — 1) |V |? diam(G) 6%max

Omin Oratio Cmin

Exak(f) <

Ecak(f) - (3.10)

We postpone the proof of this estimate to Section 4 and, in Remark 4.5, we discuss
possible improvements.

Remark 3.3. While all previous steps relied on the fact that we chose the test function f in
Ker a]; w_1, in this last theorem we do not exploit any specifics of f € R=x,
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3.3. Proof of Theorem 2.2. Assuming the validity of Theorem 3.2, we now conclude the
proof of Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. By (2.4), (3.5) and an iterative argument, it suffices to prove
. &Ga k(f) 1 Uratio Cmin
inf — L > i — - ,
fekeral , o IIfIZ . M 21 gomax [V ]2 diam(G)
J#0

k>2.

By Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 3.1, we have, for all f € Ker a:; p_q and k > 2,

Qmin Oratio Cmin
Ecar(f) = 21k (max + k — 1) |V]2 diam(G) 6%max Exaklf)

Qmin Cmin Qratio (|Oé| +k— )

= 2
21 (amax + k- 1) ’VP dlam(G) 6max HfHa,k
1 Omin Cmin Cratio
> 91 .
— 21 |V ]2 diam(G) 6@max HfHak
This concludes the proof of the theorem. -

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3.2
Since G, o, k and f € R¥* are fixed all throughout this section, we abbreviate
&= gG,a,k(f) and gK = gK,Oc,k(f) . (41)

Let us assume that an ordering is given on V, so that

Ex =Y ttan(m) 1 (o +ny) (F(n = 0z + 5) =y &Y, (42

<Yy nEZL <y

where, for any pair « < y, €Y is defined as the summation in 7 € Zj, above. Since there
are (|2|) of such pairs, the claim in (3.10) boils down to prove that, for every x < v,

42 k (ommax + k — 1) diam(G) 6¥max

ERY < E. (4.3)
K Qmin Qratio Cmin
In the remainder of this section, we fix © < y and prove (4.3).
For A CV and ¢ € Ny, define
~Z = {06_5 ZUI—E}
€A
Note that EX = Z. Moreover, for o € Eg‘, Y1,...,Ys €V, and mq,...,ms € Ny, define
S
O-?ril,ys,ms =0+ Z my 5@/1‘ € Eé+m1+~~+ms ) (4'4)

i=1
where the right-hand side should be understood as a summation of functions. Thus, the

number of particles in the new configuration o, %, equals £ + m + c 4 M.
According to (4.4), we may decompose the Dlrlchlet summation Y (4.2) as

k 4
Z Z Z Ha, k( mz m) m (O‘y +4£—m) (f(afny_17g_m+1) - f(afriz_m))z )
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where ¢ € [1,k] = [1,k] N Z denotes the number of particles in {z,y}, and m € [1,/]
denotes the number of particles at x. For each ¢ € [1,k], m € [1,/], and o € ”V\{m’y},

£,m,o z,y,l,m,o
define £ = & as

EX™ = pap(00d ) m oy +C=m) (F(ol ) o iy) = Flomd, ), (45)

so that

k¢
Er =% > e (4.6)

(=1 m=1,czV\ (o)
Fix a shortest sequence
T =20, L1, Tt =Y (4.7)
in G such that ¢;, ,,, > 0 for all s € [1,t], where t € [1,diam(G)]. For n,{ € Ej, write
¢(n.€) = pax(Mran(m¢)  and  VE(,0) =) (F(O) ~Fm)* . (48)

where 74 (-, ) is the transition rate function of SIPj(G, «). Then, we have

E="Y Vf(n,n—6.+6u). (4.9)

=L z<w
776 k Czw>0
A sequence of configurations 79, n1,...,my in Zi is a path if the transition rates rq (-, )

are positive along the sequence, i.e., rq (ns—1,7s) > 0 for all s € [1, M].
The idea to prove (4.3) is as follows. First, we decompose £52Y according to (4.6). Then,

for each triple (¢, m, o), we upper bound Sé ™7 with a certain collection of terms V2 f(n,n —

0,+0d,) that appear in the right-hand side of (4.9). Finally, we count the number of overlaps
for each term V2f(n,n — 6, + 6,) for all such triple (¢,m, o), which gives an upper bound
of &Y in terms of €.

The procedure of upper bounding each &£ depends on the detailed distribution of
particles along the sequence (4.7). In the following four subsections, Sections 4.1, 4.2, 4.3
and 4.4, we demonstrate each simple cases, and finally in Section 4.5 we deal with the
general case and conclude the proof of (4.3).

{m,o

4.1. Connected case. First, suppose that (cf. (4.7))
Cey >0, suchthat t=1. (4.10)

xy

Then, it is clear that Ume mo Om—1 f—mt1 1S

itself a path, and

ghmeo — — Lo v2pomy, g ).

c mé m? Tm— 14—m+1
Yy

For notational reasons, define

_ m,y,f,m,cr.
Q=0 {O-mf m? Tm— 1( m—i—l}’

Then, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that (4.10) holds. Then, we have

g = LS v2pc,¢)
v (corca
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MM ol

T Tt—1Y T Tt—1Y T Tt—1Y T Tt—1Y
xy xy : :
FIGURE 4.1. Path of configurations from Ot 1O O 1 gy 1D Section

4.2. In this occupied case, the red particle Slmply moves from z to y along
the sequence = = xg, x1,...,x; = y consecutively.

4.2. Decomposition of gradients: occupied sites. Now, assume that (cf. (4.10))
Cey =0, suchthat t>2. (4.11)

Additionally, in this subsection, assume that all sites along the sequence (4.7) are occupied
by particles of o, i.e.,

oy, >1 forall se[l,t—1]. (4.12)

i , we send a single particle from x4_; to x4 for each s € [1,¢], to

m,l—
The corresponding path becomes

Then, startlng from o

arrive at am 1 f—met1-

Ty TT1Y TT_1Y Ty
m,l—m>’ O-m—l,l,f—m’ T ’O-m—l,l,é—m’ O-m—l,f—m—l—l . (413)

See Figure 4.1 for a visual representation.
By Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, for any path n = ng,nm1,...,93 = ¢, we have (cf. (4.8))

M M
B 2 200 . L
(F(O) = f(m)* < <§:;v f(m—1,m)> <§:; ey m)) - (4.14)

Thus, applying (4.14) along the path (4.13), we get (cf. (4.5))

t
tm, o ] Hak (O ) M (0 + £ —m)
gKm 7 < Z v2f(07xnx—1,1lsz—m7 Ufrf:—ll/,l,ﬁ—m) Z MUWZ 1ym TTsY .
s=1 C( )

s=1 m—l,l,f—m’am—l,l,f—m
(4.15)

For x € V and m € Ny, define

T
e (m) == Loz +m) . such that pq (0 H T (Nz) - (4.16)
() m! Lok
eV
Since I'(a + 1) = aT'(a) for a > 0, we obtain
g < a(m) (g +m) = mp(m +1) (m +1) < ag e 217 . (4.17)
Moreover, for m > m' > 1, we have
IPLLICOLPIYS s I (4.18)
e (m')m/

By (4.16), the summation inside the second parenthesis in (4.15) equals

ay+L—m e (M) Ty 1 (Ozy_1) M
(O‘:m +0uy) Cowy  Te(m — 1) g, (02, +1) (0z,_, +1) Coi_1y

(4.19)

)

+Z (m)ﬂ-% 1(015 1)m(ay+€_m)
Te(m — 1) 7,y (00, +1) (00, + 1) (Qu, +0s,) Co_ya,
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where we divided the summation into three parts: s =1, s =t, and s € [2,¢ — 1]. The first
term in (4.19) is easily bounded by (cf. (2.5))

ay+€—m <Oémax+k‘—1
(am1 + Jxl) Cazq Cmin

where we used that o, > 1. By (4.16), the second term in (4.19) reads as

)

ay +m—1 <amax+/<;—1

(aictfl + O'Sthl) Cary 1yt o Cmin

)

where we used that o,, , > 1. Finally, the third term in (4.19) is similarly dealt with:

ti (wtm—D(ay+£-m) _ diam(G) (amax+k —1)*
=2 (g y + 0z, ) (Qa, +02,) Coy yay — Cmin 7

where we used that o,, , > 1 and o,, > 1 for all s € [2,¢ — 1]. Therefore, inserting these
three bounds into (4.15), we conclude that

Sﬁm"’ < 3d1am(G) (Oémax + k — <Zv f TTs—1Y xxsy )) )

— . On— 1,1,6—m> Om— 1,1,6—m
Cmin

Let Q = Q%% he the collection of those configurations that appear in the path from

Y to oY With this notation, we summarize as in the following lemma.

O-m,f—m m—140—m~+1"

Lemma 4.2. Assume that the condition in (4.12) holds. Then, we have

) 2
5f<’m’o < 3diam(G) (amax + &k — 1) Z V2F(C.C)

o
mn {¢c.cyce
4.3. Decomposition of gradients: empty sites & few particles. Next, assume (4.11)
and that sites x1,...,z¢_1 are empty with respect to o, i.e.,
oz, =0 forall se[l,t—1]. (4.20)

In this case, we divide the analysis into two parts. In Section 4.3, assume that
1
Qy - <1. (4.21)
J

We construct a path from anyg_m to afrf’_l t—ma1 38 follows (see also Figure 4.2):

(F) Move m particles from xs_1 to x5 consecutively, for each s € [1,¢—1]. This subpath

starts from oY, . visits oo 175 for each i € [0,m] and s € [1,¢—1], and finally
Ti-1y

arrives at T ont—m
(S) Move a particle from x4 to y. The resulting configuration is O-zvf:i?é—m - fm=1,
the path is complete.

(B) If m > 2, move the remaining m — 1 particles from z; to xs_1 consecutively,

for each s € [1,t — 1] (backwards). This subpath starts from afﬁf’iyg e visits
i;:z.lviju_mﬂ for each i € [1,m] and s € [1,¢t — 1], thereby arrives at o7 a—
as desired.

Above, letters (F), (S) and (B) stand for forward, single and backward, respectively. Let
Q = Q=¥4m denote the collection of configurations that appear in the aforementioned
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(F) (F) (F)
g => g =P oo o =P g
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
T 1 Ty T T Te1y T 1 Ty

|l

(B) (B) (B)
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
T w1 Tee1y T T T1y T w1 Tee1y

FIGURE 4.2. Path of configurations from an‘lfg_m to Ufny—l,ﬁ—m—l—l in Section

4.3. Double arrows indicate series of consecutive jumps. Here, first the stack
of m particles at site z moves to z;—1 (step (F)), then the red particle jumps
from site ;1 to y (step (S)), and then the remaining stack of m—1 particles
at site x;_1 moves back to z (step (B)).

zry
m,l—m

to 0¥ Applying (4.14) along the path constructed above, we

m—14—m+1"
have the following upper bound for éf(’m’o defined in (4.5):

path from o

> V0.0 3 P k(O g—) T (g + £ — m)

o,
o .o (m:¢)
Referring to the definition of © and (4.16), the term inside the second parenthesis in (4.22)
expands as

1 m—1

(4.22)

~+
|

(M) m (o +0—m) Tz (m)

i—0 "ws—1 (m — @) 7y, (3) (M — ) (g +8) Cay 1wy Ty 1 (M) €2y 1y

]

e (4.23)
n mz(m)m (ay + £ —m)
s=1 =2 7T-'Es—l(’rn’ - Z) Trms (Z - 1) (Z - 1) (045%71 + m — Z) CZBSZB571 '

First, consider the first (double) summation in (4.23). Via (4.17) and (2.5), we may bound
it from above by

_ _ m—1 1
1« 1m§:1 ay €2 21 5 (oy +¢—m) < ek (amax + k — 1) diam(G) (4.24)
Cmin s—1 i=0 A, Oy, o Cmin ¥min Cratio ’ .

where we used that a, Z;”:_ll % < 1 from (4.21). Next, the second term in (4.23) can be
similarly bounded as

m—1 1

g s
(M) < Que =1 < e . (4.25)
T (m) Coy_q1y Qgy 1 Cmin Cmin Oratio
Similarly, the third (double) summation in (4.23) is bounded by
t—1 m o m—11 .
1 Z oy €2 251 (ay +£—m) ¢ k (amax + k — 1) diam(G) ' (4.26)

Cmin Qg1 Oy o Cmin ®¥min Cratio

s=1 1=2
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Collecting (4.23), (4.24), (4.25) and (4.26), and applying that amin < Omax + k — 1 and
k > 2, the term inside the second parenthesis in (4.22) is bounded by

Tk (max + k — 1) diam(G)

Cmin Omin Qratio

Thus, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that ¢ € [1,k], m € [1,{] and o € EZ_\éx’y} satisfy (4.20) and (4.21).
Then,

5fém’0 < 7k (Omax + k — 1) diam(G) Z sz(C,C/)

Cmin ®min Qratio (ccrce
k) =

4.4. Decomposition of gradients: empty sites & many particles. In this subsection,
we assume that (4.11), (4.20) hold and that (cf. (4.21))

m—1

1
ap Yy = >1. (4.27)
=17
In this case, constructing a single one-dimensional path is insufficient to bound 5?”’0 prop-

erly. The main reason is that in the inequality in (4.24), we are not able to bound the

m—11
term e®*29=1 7 with a constant in this new regime (4.27). Having in mind that this term

essentially comes from the mechanism that all m particles at £ move together, we now avoid
this obstacle by sending only a limited amount of particles along the path. This replace-
ment costs us an additional ;! term in the upper bound, which is now manageable by the
new condition ay E;n:_ll% > 1; we refer to (4.39) for the exact place where this point is
effectively exploited.

Define a new integer m as

i = L%J : (4.28)

where |a] is the greatest integer less than or equal to a € R. Then, we consider a two-
dimensional system of paths from Jfrf”z_m to Jfrf’_l’z_m 41 as depicted in Figure 4.3.

In Figure 4.3, the downward vertical arrows starting from Uﬁe—m in the top left corner
denote the m consecutive particle jumps from x to z1. Then, for i € [1,m], the i-th bold
arrow on the left, from Jfrf_lg it—m 1O Jfrf_t;ﬂ_m, denote the movements of ¢ particles from
zs—1 to xs consecutively for each s € [2,¢ — 1], as in mechanism (F) in Section 4.3. Next,
the middle horizontal arrows denote the single particle jump from x;_1 to y, corresponding
to mechanism (S) in Section 4.3. The bold arrows in the right part denote the movements
of i — 1 particles from z;_; back to z; for each i € [2,m] (backwards), as in mechanism
(B) in Section 4.3. Finally, the upward vertical arrows below afny_L ¢—m41 0 the top right
corner denote the m — 1 consecutive particle jumps from z; to x. The values attached to
the arrows, roughly speaking, play the role of weights (encoded as the value of the flow, see
below) for each move.

To derive an estimate similar to (4.22) that works also in this two-dimensional setting,
we make use of some potential-theoretic arguments. We present the statements as concisely
as possible and refer the readers to, e.g., [BH15, Chapter 7] or [Kim23, Appendix A] for
more details about the objects used in this subsection.

Only in this subsection, we restrict the original system SIP (G, «) to the subset depicted

in Figure 4.3, which we write as Q = Q%%4™7_ Moreover, let Dq(g) denote the (normalized)
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m 1 m 1
O-I‘le ZK/ 13 TTi_ 1Y ZJ:1 P azy
—_— >
m—1,1,—m U7n71,1,577n m—1,—m-+1

ol ol
Ji= J j=2 3
m 1 1 1 m 1
DOY Y J 2 2 2 PO
ym L sm 1 smo 1L
oY J: J orTt=1Y J: J e Zi= J oET1Y
Om— 2,2,—m m—2,2,4—m Om— 2,1,6—m+1 Om— 2,1,6—m+1
m m
ZJ 3 J l 1 | T Z7 3 J
m L 1 1 m L
ZJ 1 J _ 3 3 713 ZJ 1 J

ST ,_n smo 1
oT1Y j J giTi—1Y J: 7 e J: J oT1Y
m—3,3,{—m O 3,3,4—m Om— 3,2,4—m+1 Om— 3,2,0—m+1

TJ4]
m 1
ZJ 13

1
_m
m L
0 PR
77

FiGURE 4.3. Two-dimensional system of paths from O'm%/ v—m (top left) to
O';_lx_m 41 (top right) explained in Section 4.4. Double arrows indicate
series of consecutive paths. Moreover, the blue (resp. red) numbers indicate
the corresponding value of the flow ¢ along the path in the vertical (resp.
horizontal) direction, as defined in (4.31) and (4.32). The values are chosen
so as to ensure that ¢ is a unit flow from o*”

™

i3

I

<l

- .
:»|H

3r|>—

Yy
m,l— mtoo-m 1,6—m+1"

Dirichlet form in €2, evaluated at g € R=*, and given by (cf. (4.8))

Z pa k(M) Tak(1,€) (9(Q) —gm)* = D V9(n,0) . (4.29)
n CeR {n.¢rca
For non-empty disjoint subsets A, B of €, introduce (e.g., [BH15, Theorem 7.33] or [Kim23,
Proposition A.1])

cap(A, B) mf{DQ gGRQ such that g =1 on A and g =0 on B} )

the capacity between A and B. In particular, for A = {077,  } and B = {0,/ |, .},
we have, after shifting and renormalizing,

cap(o m%/z m? Ufny_17g_m+1) (f(afny_17g_m+1) - f(o'fn%l,z_m))z < Da(f) , (4.30)

where f € RZ* is the function which we fixed at the beginning of Section 4.

Let us describe the flow ¢ on 2 represented in Figure 4.3, where we recall that “flow on
Q7 refers to any antisymmetric real-valued function on Q x €. Due to this antisymmetry,
we shall omit to specify the value of ¢ when exchanging the arguments. Hence, vertically,

define
2

—it1 . -
PO it Tttt Lbm) = iﬁf - for i € [0,m — 1],
=17
sn 1 (4.31)
TT—1Y o ETt=1y L Luj=i+lg . ~
(Jm tzll,z,é m+1° Tm ti,;'—l,é—m—i-l) — Zfﬁ 1 for i € [[1,’171, - 1]] .
=17
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Horizontally, define ¢ as a constant flow at each i-th vertical level from o 'Y, to
o —ma1 With value
1
— ,  foreachie[l,m]. (4.32)

m 1
>t g

The function ¢ is a unit flow from oY

mt—m O o¥ —m11- Indeed, letting (div¢)(n) denote

the net divergence at 7, i.e., (divy)(n ) > ocen cp(n (), we have
(div ) (o me L) =1, (dive)(erY tomy1) =1 and diveo =0 otherwise.

Thus, the standard Thomson principle (e.g., [BH15, Theorem 7.37] or [Kim23, Proposition
A.2]) indicates that
1

Cap(”ﬁz—mvazﬁny—l,e—mﬂ) = el (4.33)
where ||¢||? is the (square) flow norm given by
Z 90
mCEQ U
Hence, by (4.5), (4.30) and (4.33), we obtain
EX™ < Do(f) pak(0ny ) m (y +€—m) ||l . (4.34)

Next, we upper bound the right-hand side of (4.34), except Dq(f). For this purpose, we
decompose ¢ = @1 + 2, where @1 (resp. ¢2) indicates the vertical (resp. horizontal) part
of ¢. First, the (square) flow norm of the vertical part ¢; reads as

, W ELa L R i YL )
”(:01” - Z C( TT1Y TT1Y + S 2T—1Y TT;—1Y ) :

i=0 m—i,i,f—m’o-m i—1,i+1,0— m i=1 C m—i—1,i,0— m+1>Tm— i,i—1,0—m—+1

Since the two numerators are clearly bounded by 1, we further get

m—1
<Z/‘ak mt—m) M (0 + L —m) Lok (T g ) M (0 + € —m) (4.35)
TT1Y O.-'E-'Ely + C TTt—1Y wwtfly ) :
Om—iib—m> Om—i—1,i4+1,0— m im1 “Om—i—1if—m+1>Tm—ii—1—m+1

By the definitions in (4.8) and (4.16), and applying (4.17) and (4.18), the first summation
in (4.35) can be bounded from above by

N

- mz(m)m (ay + £ —m)
i—0 T (m — @) 7y, (1) (m — ) (azy + 1) Caay
m—1
< 0w L i3 Gyt t—m < k (0max +k —1) 0 41} .
i—0 Qgzq Cmin Omin Cmin
Noting that Z;n m—ftl L <log =1 <log2 (cf. (4.28)), we deduce that
m—1

'ua zlé m) m (O‘y + E - m) k (amax + k — 1) 2@max
TT1Y TT1Y < .
m—i,i,f—m’ m—i—l,i+1,£—m)

(4.36)

¢ (J (o} Omin Cmin

=0
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Similarly, the second summation in (4.35) can be bounded by the same value in the right-
hand side of (4.36). Thus, collecting (4.35) and (4.36), we deduce

2 (Cmax -+ k — 1) 20max
Mak( mf m) (ay+€_m) HQ01H2 < mac): e . (437)
min ~min
Next, the horizontal part p, k(fleyg_m) m (a4 € —m) |p2||* becomes
B (0T, m (e €= m) (S 12
Z Z Z TLs—1TsY TLs—1TsY
i—1 s—2 1/—0 C(Jm—i,i—i’,i’,é—m7 m—i,i—i’—l,i’-ﬁ-l,f—m)
m Ty 1 m 12
Hok (O p_m) (g +€—m) /(3051 5)
+>° T (4.38)

C(Um—i,i,Z—mv m—z‘,z‘—1,£—m+1)

; 1 mo1
A& Hak(on ) m(ay +0—m) /(3T 5)?
TLs—1TsY TLs—1TsY °
o( m—ii—il =1, f—m—+1’ m—i,i—z”,i’—l,Z—m—i—l)

- Ta(m)m (ay + 0 —m) & /(X7 1)?
Z Ww(m - Z) 7Tm571(i - i/) T (Z/) (Z - i/) (O‘ws + i/) Crs_q17s

k + k-1 Ul W PCED DY k +k—1)di G) e i §
_ j=m—i _ =m-—m
- (max )ZZ % 2 l o (max ) diam(G) e 2 .

Ymin Cmin i=1 s=2i'=0 i2 (Z;n—l %)2 B ar2nin Cmin Z;nzl jl
Since ZJ S L' <1+41og2 < log6 and Z jl > %Z;n:_ll jl (cf. (4.28)), we may further
bound the right-hand side with
2k (0max + k — 1) diam(G) e 1086 _ 2k (max + k — 1) diam(G) 67 (139)
min Qratio Cmin Mz Z;n:_ll % N Omin Oratio Cmin ’ .

where in the inequality we used condition (4.27). Similarly, the third (triple) summation
in (4.38) is bounded by the same value in the right-hand side of (4.39). Finally, the second
summation in (4.38) is bounded from above by

i m)m o k= 1) 6% (4.40)
o7 — 1) th (i )Z.thqy ~ Omin Cmin
Collecting (4.38), (4.39) and (4.40), we obtain
5k (max + k — 1) diam(G) 6%max
Otmin Qratio Cmin '
Since @1 and ¢y are disjoint, we have [[¢[|* = [[¢1[* + [[w2]*>. Therefore, by (4.37) and
(4.41), since aratio < 1, we conclude that

(4.41)

Nak( m@ m) (ay"‘g_m)H‘@”zS

7k (amax + k — 1) diam(G) 6“max

Qmin Oratio Cmin

Ha (O pn) m (ay + € —m) o||* < (4.42)
Collecting (4.29), (4.34) and (4.42), we arrive at the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that ¢ € [1,k], m € [1,{] and o € E "V\{m’y} satisfy (4.20) and (4.27).
Then, we have

Tk (amax + k — 1) diam(G) 6%max Z V2F(C, ')

Omin Oratio Cmin

gf{,m,a <
{¢.¢rca
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4.5. General case and proof of Theorem 3.2. Now, we handle the general case without
the restrictions imposed in the previous four subsections. The idea is to send a particle from
x to y along the sequence x = xq,x1,...,x: =y by obeying the following two criteria:

e If consecutive sites are occupied by particles in o, send a single particle along these
occupied sites as explained in Section 4.2.

e If consecutive sites are empty for the configuration o, follow the mechanism ex-
plained in Sections 4.3 or 4.4 depending on the size of the stack of particles just
before these empty sites.

To state this procedure in a rigorous manner, we decompose [1,¢ — 1] as
[[1,()1 —1]]U[[bl,ag—1]]U"'U[[ar,br—l]]U[[br,t—l]] =01UEU---UO,UE,,
where 1 < by <ag <by<---<b_1<a,<b, <t and

oz, > 1 if s € O; for some j € [1,7]
oz, =0 if s € E; for some j € [1,7] .

Here, letter O (resp. F) stands for occupied (resp. empty). Also, let a; = 0 and a,41 == t+1.
Now, the path from Jﬁ”e_m to Uzly_u_m 41 s constructed as follows. Refer to Figure 4.4
for a visual presentation of this recursive procedure.
[I] Along xq,,...,xp,—1 for j € [1,7]: send a single particle from z,, to a3, 1 consecu-
tively, as explained in Section 4.2.
[IT] Along xp,1,...,Zq,,, for j € [1,r] if

Top; -1
1
Clmbj71 Z - S 1:
=7
we proceed as in Section 4.3; move all o,, |, + 1 particles from Tp;—1 10 Ta; -1
J
consecutively, move a single particle from x4, , -1 to z4;,,, and then move back the
remaining o,, , particles at z, i41—1 10 Tp, 1 backwards.
J
[ITI] Along xp,—1,...,%q,,, for j € [1,7] if

Twp;—1

gy, Z 1,>1:

=1 7
we proceed as in Section 4.4; move each i € [1, L(Ugcbr1 +1)/2]] particles from @, 1

t0 g, 4 -1 consecutively, move a single particle from z, i1—1 80 Ta, and then move
back the remaining ¢ — 1 particles at x, i41—1 0 Tp, 1 backwards.

Again, denote by Q = Q%677 the collection of all configurations that appear along the
paths. Then, the explicit results given in Lemmas 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4 imply that, in this

general case, we also obtain that, for any ¢ € [1,k], m € [1,/] and o € Ekvlgm’y},

gf{,m,o < Tk (Olmax + k- 1) dlam(G) (max Z

—— V(¢
min &ratio Cmin {QCI}ng’y’Lm’g
Note that we used here that amax + &k — 1 < k6%, Along with (4.6), this implies

14

. Qmax k
5}E{,y§7k(amax+k—l)dlam((})6 ZZ Z Z v2f(C7C,)

Omin Oratio Cmin ¢=1 m=1 —V\{z,y} {¢ C/}CQz,y,Z,m,o'
k—l b =

[AS=)

(4.43)
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Sec. 4.2 Sec. 4.4

FIGURE 4.4. Path from Jfrf”z_m to Jfrf’_l’z_mﬂ in the general case explained
in Section 4.5. The figure explains how the red particle moves from g = «
to x; = y along the path. First, in O; where the sites are occupied, the
red particle simply jumps consecutively to the right as explained in Section
4.2. Next, in F; where the sites are empty and the initial stack is small,
we follow the mechanism presented in Section 4.3 which is divided into three
steps (F), (S) and (B). In O, where the sites are again occupied, we proceed
as in Section 4.2. In FEs where the sites are empty and the initial stack is
big, we follow the two-dimensional collection of paths explained in Section

4.4. We iterate these procedures until the red particle arrives at y.

Thus, to conclude the proof of (4.3), according to (4.9) and (4.43), we only need to count
the number of overlaps, i.e., the number of triples (¢,m, o) in (4.43) that produce the same
Dirichlet summand V2f(n,n — d, + 0,) in (4.9).

To this end, we fix x < y, the sequence z = xg,x1,...,2; =y with t € [1, diam(G)], and
a triple (n,z,w) in (4.9), and count the number of triples (¢,m, o) that produce the term
V2f(n,n — 6. + 6y) in (4.43) by distinguishing three cases.

(Case 1) There exists no s € [1,t] for which {zs_1,2s} = {2z, w}:

Clearly, in this case the overlap is zero.

(Case 2) There exists s € [1,t] for which (zs_1,2zs) = (z,w):

By the minimal property of the path length ¢, there is no other s’ € [1,¢] such that
{ry_1,2¢} = {z,w}, thus we may only focus on the particle jump z — w. First, we
observe that if ¢ = 1, then the overlap is at most one. Thus, we only focus on the case t > 2.
We further divide into three subcases according to the type — [I], [II] and [III] — of the
particle jump z — w.

e (Case 2.I) n — n— 0, + J,, belongs to type [I]:
In this case, recalling that the overall mechanism is to move a single particle from
x to y along the path, we obtain

This observation characterizes (¢, m, o) uniquely from the configuration n. Hence,
in this subcase, there is exactly one overlap.

e (Case 2.IT) n — n — J, + 0, belongs to type [II]:
Recall that the mechanism in Section 4.3 is further divided into types (F), (S) and
(B), where type (B) is impossible here since the particle jumps forward. Moreover,

this [ITI]-mechanism is happening in xg, ..., Ts_1,Zs,...,Te with s’ <s—1 < s < §”
such that!
Umsl 2 1 ) O-ms’+1 == O-wS//71 =0 and UmS// 2 1.

B xs = x (resp. xy» = y), then condition o, > 1 (resp. o, > 1) should be removed.
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First, suppose that xy # x. If the jump n — n — d, + d,, is of type (F), then

N+ (N> — Nwdw)
= 0t T (O, = 02) + (0w, + D)8z = (00, +1)0a,)

m,l—m
where the left-hand side detects the moment when the particle jumps z — w are
about to happen, while the right-hand side is the corresponding configuration rep-
resented in terms of (¢,m, o). This triple is determined uniquely. If n — 7 — d, + 0y,
is of type (S), then s = s”, and we have

n= ajjf{é_m + (02, — 02) + (02, +1)0. — (02, +1)0s,,) ,

determining (¢,m, o) uniquely. Thus, we have two possibilities of triples (¢,m, o).
Now, suppose that xy = x. Then, we may similarly detect two possibilities:
n+ (leéz - leéw) = O'Tmrg + (TTMSZ — méx)

for type (F), and

{—m

n= aﬁg_m + (md, —md,)

for type (S). They both yield a unique triple (¢, m, o). Therefore, we conclude that
(Case 2.II) gives rise to at most two overlaps.

o (Case 2.III) n — n — §, + J,, belongs to type [III]:

As done in (Case 2.II), we fix zy,...,25_1,Zs,...,Tg on which this [ITI]-
mechanism takes place. A forward jump in type [III] is of one of the following
three types: initial distribution of i € [1,m] particles zy — zyy1 (downward ar-
rows in Figure 4.3), movement of ¢ particles in the bulk (bold arrows in the left
part of Figure 4.3), or the single particle jump zg 1 — x4 (horizontal arrows in
the middle part of Figure 4.3). Each type determines a triple (¢, m, o) uniquely, as
thoroughly explained in (Case 2.IT). Thus, we omit the details here and conclude
that no more than three overlaps are possible in (Case 2.I1I).

Collecting these three subcases, (Case 2) admits at most siz overlaps.

(Case 3) There exists s € [1,t] for which (zs_1,2zs) = (w, 2):

The analysis in this third case is almost identical to the one done in (Case 2). Thus,
we choose not to repeat the tedious computations and record here that, also in this case, at
most siz overlaps are possible in (Case 3).

Finally, given x < y and (n, z,w), collecting (Case 1), (Case 2) and (Case 3) ensure
that there are at most siz possible overlaps of triples (¢,m,c). Therefore, by (4.9), we

deduce .
Y > V) <6E.

(=1 m=1 5 czV\{=u} {(,(}CQm vl

Combining this with (4.43), the proof of (4.3) is now completed.
We now have all we need to complete the proof of Theorem 3.2.
Proof of Theorem 3.2. Recall the notation from (4.1). By (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain
(!V!) 42k (amax + k — 1) diam(G) 6%max
Er < 5
2k (Omax + Kk — 1) |V |? diam(G) 6Vmax

Qmin Cmin Cratio

&

Qmin Cmin Qratio

E.

This is exactly the claim in Theorem 3.2. g
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Remark 4.5. The full combination of the three types [I], [II] and [IIT] is needed to obtain
the correct dependence on au;, in Theorem 3.2. Alternatively, we may combine only two
of those types (that is, [I] + [II] or [I] + [III]) to obtain different bounds. Here, we briefly
record these new results for potential applications in future works.

Recall that we collected (4.24), (4.25), and (4.26) to obtain the exact bound in Lemma
4.3. If we bound ay Z;”:_ll % from above by apax (1 + log k) rather than by 1, we obtain an
alternative bound

> VGO |
{¢.¢'1CQ

which does not require (4.21). Combining this inequality with Lemma 4.2 and applying the
same logic explained in that subsection, we get

O efmax(IHlog k) (o 4k — 1) [V|? diam(G) 6¥max <

Qmin Cmin Cratio

2

Cmin ®min (ratio

gﬁém,a < <2 eamax(l—l—log k) + 1) k (amax + k— 1) dlam(G)

Er <

For simplicity, if we take o = & as in (2.7), take € — 0, and neglect the dependence on G

and ¢&, this reduces to

CG & CCG7‘3‘ elogk k2
€

Similarly, if we do not lower bound a Z;n:_ll % in (4.39) by 1 and repeat the same logic as

above, we obtain a different bound

< Ck (amax + k — 1) [V ]2 diam(G) 6%max

— 2
A in Cmin Cratio log k

Ex <

& ase — 0.

&k

£,

which then implies, in the asymptotic regime (2.7),

Cg.a k?

_52logk‘g ase — 0.

5. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 2.3 AND 2.4

In this section, we prove Theorems 2.3 and 2.4, following the outline of Section 2.4.2. The
basic starting idea is to split the infinitesimal generator Lg o % into two parts: a slow part
and a fast part. In view of this decomposition, standard limit theorems for slow-fast systems
ensure that, in the small-diffusivity limit, SIP is well approximated by the slow dynamics,
after a suitable projection/thermalization according to the fast one. Understanding how and
when this projection affects SIP’s spectral gap is the main non-trivial task of this section.

Recall from (2.7) that we assume a = &, where & = (&,).cy are fixed site weights and
¢ tends to 0. Finally, since the graph G is fixed all throughout the section, we drop it from
the notation, and simply write, e.g., SIPj(«) = SIPy(G, o) and Loy = La,ak-

5.1. Slow and fast dynamics. Fix k > 2, and consider SIPj(e&) with time sped up by a
factor e~!. Recalling (2.1), the corresponding generator is then simply given by zs_lLaJC =
E_ngé’k. By separating the e-dependent terms from the rest, we obtain

e 'Lear = Aag +e "By, (5.1)
where, for all f € R and n € =y,

Ad,kf(n) = Z Cry nx&y (f(TI - 6:(: + 6@/) - f(n)) 5

z,yeVv
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Bef(n) =Y coynatty (f(n— 06, +3,) — f(n)) -

z,yeVvV

Let (Aak(t))e>0 and (Bg(t))i>0 denote the Markov chains in =Zj generated by Agj and
By, respectively. More in detail, (A4 x(t))i>0 describes k independent particles on G, while
(Bk(t))t>0 is a particle system with absorbing set

Qp={ne€Z:coynemy=0forall z,y eV}, (5.2)
and transient set Ay = Zj \ Qf, i.e.,

A ={n € Ej : cuyneny > 0 for some 2,y € V'} . (5.3)
Let II; : R® — R=* denote the Bj-harmonic projection operator, i.e.,

), f == lim e!Pr f | f e REx .
t—o0

Remark that the range of I, written as R(II;) C R=*, is a |[{2|-dimensional subspace.
The following result builds on a powerful theorem [Kur73, Theorem 2.1] (see also [EK86,
§1, Theorem 7.6]) on limit theorems for Markovian slow-fast systems.

Proposition 5.1. The operator Il As i, is an infinitesimal generator on R(1y). Moreover,
for allt >0 and f € RZ*, we have the following semigroups convergence:

lim max et(A@v’“JrEilBk)f(n) —e!MeAar I F())| =0 . (5.4)

e—0 nEEk

Proof. In this proof, we write Pf = et(Aak+e7 Br) | The first claim and a convergence as in
(5.4) with Pf f(n) replaced by PfIl;f(n) are the content of [EK86, §1, Theorem 7.6]. In
order to obtain the desired claim (i.e., remove the projection operator IIj), it suffices to
prove that

lim max |P I f(n) — P, f(n)| =0, t>0.

e—0 nesg

For this purpose, fix f € RZ*, and observe that
i f(n) = f(n), n ey,

because (Bj(t)):>0 has 2 as absorbing states. Hence, since Il is a contraction, we get

PETL (n) = PEFODE< D w0 €) ITkf(€) = F(O)] < (2max IF(©)]) piln, Ak

EEA
where p$( -, -) denotes the transition kernel of the e !-sped up SIP;(eé&) at time ¢. Since
t

hmpi(n7Ak):07 nGEk7t>07
e—0

(see Proposition A.1 below for the full statement and proof of this fact), the proof of the
proposition is concluded. O

Fix t > 0, and recall that et(Aa ke Br) has all real eigenvalues, just one equal to 1,
while all the others lying in the interval (0,1). Further, Proposition 5.1 ensures that all
eigenvalues (with multiplicity) of et(Aante™"By) converge to those of e!k4a.r  In particular,
the spectrum of efTx4ax entirely lies in [0,1]: |Qx| — 1 of these eigenvalues are strictly
positive, while the eigenvalue 0 has multiplicity |Zx| — |Q| + 1 = |Ag| + 1.

As a consequence, the second-largest eigenvalue of et(Aak+e""By)
largest eigenvalue of et MrAak  which is given by e~t%(@)

wg (&) = the second-smallest eigenvalue of — Iz A4 : R(II;) — R(ILx) . (5.5)

Thus, we proved the following claim. (Recall that gap, (&) = gapy(G,ed).)

converges to the second-
, where
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Corollary 5.2. For all integers k > 2, we have
lim 8PCEY) sy

e—0 IS5
In the next subsection, we analyze more in detail the limiting generator IIzAs; on
R(II;) C RZ* and its block-triangular structure.

5.2. Recurrent and transient states. As already proved in Proposition 5.1, I3 A4k :
R(I1;) — R(IIj) is the infinitesimal generator of a Markov chain on €, hereafter referred
to as (Mg,k(t))e>0. For notational simplicity, instead of dealing with II; A4 5 on the |Q]-
dimensional subspace R(II;) of RZx, we shall rather work with the corresponding rate
matrix

M = (ré\jlk(,rhg))néeﬂk € RIZPIul (5.6)
whose non-diagonal entries read as
ri(m,6) = Y rdi(n, Q) PE [re = 7q,] (5.7)
C(EEE

encoding the jump rate from 1 € Q to & € Q. In the above formula, rék( -, +) denotes

the transition rate function of the process (As x(t))i>0, whereas PP stands for the law of
the process (Bg(t))i>0, and
T, ‘= min ¢ , with 7¢ :=1inf{t > 0: By(t) =&} .
£EQy,

From the form of these rates, we immediately derive a classification of recurrent and
transient states for this Markov chain; this will lead to a further characterization of the
spectral gap wy,(&) of 11 A4 1. We collect this classification in the following proposition; its
direct consequence on the spectral gap is the content of the subsequent corollary. Before
that, let us introduce, for every integer m > 1,

Q= {n € Qs [fa € V iy > 0} = m} (5.8)

that is, the set of configurations in € with m separated stacks of particles (cf. (5.2)).
Clearly, €y, ,, = @ implies Q, 40 = @ for all £ > 1. Further, we have Q1 # &, Qp 441 = 9,
and, thus, Q = ngf;:lth = Qk,l LJ Qk72 e Q]ﬁk.

Proposition 5.3. For the chain (Mg k(t))i>0, the following two claims hold true:
(a) For every m,m' > 1 with Q. # & # Qg and 1 € Q. ,, we have
ré\fk(n,g) =0, forall{ e Qypy, m >m,

while, when m > 2, there exist n',... nt € Q. satisfying

-1
35 (') <H réfk(nh,n“l)) M0, €) >0,  for some £ € Qpp, m' <m.
h=1

As a consequence, Q. m,, m > 2, consists of transient states only.
(b) The chain (Mg (t))i>0 is irreducible on Qi1 # &, and the position of the single
stack evolves as RW(&).

Proof. (a) The desired claim follows from the connectedness of the graph G, and the obser-
vation that the rates ré‘/‘k( -, +) in (5.7) describe the following two subsequent mechanisms:
a step of the chain (A4 x(t))i>0 increases the number of stacks at most by one, creating,
in this case, at least two neighboring stacks; the chain (B(t)):>o forces all neighboring
particles to eventually merge into isolated (i.e., non-neighboring) stacks.
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(b) Observe that, for all x,y,z € V with ¢,, > 0, we have

Ty (k—1)Tyes
Pl )5, 46, [Ths, = T, ,] = — T

because the trajectories of (Bg(t))i>0 started from (k — 1)d; + d, € Ay coincide with those
of the symmetric random walk on [0, k] started from k& — 1. Plugging this expression into
(5.7), we obtain, for z # vy,

ry% (kdy, k)

L1 .
= Z rék(kéx, (k—1)0, + 0,) Pa_l)(;tz [The, = Ty = K Cay Gy 7 = Cay Gy
zeV

namely, the transition rates of RW(&). Irreducibility is then an obvious consequence of that
of RW(&). O

Remark 5.4. The claim in Proposition 5.3(b) is the finite-particle analogue of the metastable
picture of SIP, fully detailed in [GRV13, BDG17].

Remark 5.5. For k > m > 2, the dynamics on € ,, # @ encoded by Mg j, goes as follows.
All stacks evolve as independent RW (&) as long as their mutual distances are at least three.
When two or more stacks reach mutual distance two, then there is a positive rate for them to
merge. These rates — as well as the new positions of the stacks and their new compositions
— depend on G and &, but also non-trivially on k& > m and, when k > m, on the stacks’
composition. For more details, see Section 5.3.2 below.

The state-classification in Proposition 5.3 may be equivalently restated as follows: after a
suitable conjugation with a permutation matrix, M4 ; is turned into a block lower triangular
matrix with Ms k1. .., Ma ki as diagonal blocks, where, for all m € [1, k],

M&,k,m c ngk,mlx‘ﬂk,m‘ (59)

is the submatrix of My j, obtained from the restriction on configurations in €y, , (see Figure
5.2). Since the eigenvalues of block triangular matrices are the union of those of the diagonal
blocks, it suffices to focus on the spectrum of the blocks Mg f m, m € [1,k]. As already
showed in the previous section, the eigenvalues of —Mg ., m € [1,k], are all real and
non-negative. Remark that:

e for m = 1, the spectrum of Mg ., coincides with that of the generator of RW(&);
o for m > 2 and Q4 ,,, # D, Ma k.m is the rate matrix of a sub-Markovian chain killed
upon exiting 2 ,,; thus, all its eigenvalues are strictly negative.

In view of these simple observations, we register the following useful characterization of the
spectral gap wy (&) defined in (5.5).
Corollary 5.6. For all m > 2 such that Q. ., # @, define

M (&) = smallest eigenvalue of the matric — Mg pm € Rk m X[k ml , (5.10)
whereas A\ m (&) = 400 if Qp , = &. Then, we have

w (&) = gaprw (&) A min g (&) . (5.11)
me([2,k]

The natural next step is to estimate the eigenvalue A, (&) for each £ > 2 and m €

[2, k], by bounding it from below by A2 2(&). This task is carried out in the following two

subsections. In the first one, we prove Ap (&) = Ay (@); in the second one, we show

Amm (G) > Ao 2(&).
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We conclude this subsection by observing that each submatrix Mg in €y p, is self-
adjoint with respect to a positive measure <4, given in (5.12) below. On the one hand,
this property is interesting and may become handy in future use, e.g., for building an L?-
theory for the corresponding continuum model. On the other hand, in our storyline, neither
this property nor the precise form of the symmetrizing measure are of primary importance.
Thus, we only state the full statement here, and postpone its proof to Appendix B.

Lemma 5.7. For all m < k, Ma . m 15 self-adjoint as an operator on L2(§@,k7m), where
Qg
géuk,m(n) = 5 ne Qk,m . (512)
zeV N
12z>0
5.3. Comparing Ay (&) with A, ,,,(&). The main goal of this subsection is to prove the
following result: for all integers m > 2 with Q,, ,,, # &, we have

Nean (@) = A (@) | k>m. (5.13)

We divide the proof of this identity into a few steps, and fix m > 2 so as to satisfy 2y, , # @
all throughout.

5.3.1. Consistency. Recall the consistency property (3.1) satisfied by SIP, as well as the
corresponding annihilation operator aj : REt-1 — RE* in (3.2). Since Mg, arises as a
small-diffusivity limit of SIP, it is natural to expect that an analogous property should hold
also for Mg . This is the content of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. Define, for all integers k > 1, the following “restricted” annihilation
operator aj, : R%%-1 — R g

arg(n) =D 1o g(n —dz) gERM—1 Q. (5.14)
eV

Then, we have
Mg a = ap Ma g1 - (5.15)

Proof. First of all, observe that, whenever n € € with 7, > 1, then necessarily we have
n—0; € Qp_1; thus, the definition of a; makes sense. Hence, in view of the relation between
Mg . and 11 Ag 1, it suffices to show that

My Asrar = ap I Ag g—1 -

It is well known that a system of k independent random walks is consistent, i.e., A4 1 ar =
ap A x—1. Moreover, by rewriting the consistency property of SIP(e&) in (3.1) with the
notation in (5.1), we have (Aax + & 'By)ar = ag (Aar—1 + e 1 Bg_1). Thus, by linearity,
we must also have By ap = a Br_1, and a similar relation for the harmonic projection Il
of Bj. This concludes the proof. O

5.3.2. Irreducible decompositions. The chain (Mg k(t))e>0 is not necessarily irreducible on
Q. For instance, when G = T, is the one-dimensional discrete torus of size 2m,
Qm = {n, 71} consists of exactly two configurations (one with particles/stacks on the
odd numbers, the other one on the even numbers), and I'é\ftk(’l’},Tl’l’}) = ré‘f‘k(ﬁn,n) = 0.
Moreover, the structure of the irreducible components of the chain (Mg k(t))i>0 on Qp
is always finer than the corresponding structure on €2, ,,, in the sense of the following
proposition.
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Proposition 5.9. Decompose Qy, , into irreducible components for the chain (Mg m (t))i>0:
for some integer n,, > 1 (depending only on m > 2 and G),

Q= Qg U LT (5.16)
For all k > m and i € [1,n,], define, iteratively,
f;m ={N+d€Qm:ne Q};_Lm, x €V such that ny > 1} . (5.17)
Then, there exist partitions sz = Qzlm L---u QZTE for all i € [1,n,,] such that
a0
Qe = | | [ ]2, (5.18)
i=1j=1

is an irreducible decomposition of Sy, p, for the chain (Mg k(t))i>0-

Proof. First, the fact that €y, ,,, for each £ > m > 2, can be decomposed into irreducible
components follows at once from Lemma 5.7. Thus, to prove the validity of Proposition 5.9,
it suffices to check the following two properties:

(8) Q= QU DO

k,m>

(b)if i #£ 4, n e Q?m, and £ € Q};m, then 1 and 7' belong to different irreducible

components of Q, , for (Mg (t))e>o0-
To verify item (a), take n € €, and define a new configuration n* € Qy, , as

n= ) 0 (5.19)
zeV
779021

Since 1 has m separated stacks of particles, indeed n* belongs to €, . Then, according
to (5.16), n* € Q,,, for some i, thus n € Q?m by (5.17). This proves that €y, =
Qp UL

We move on to item (b). It suffices to prove that, for any 7,£ € € ,, with ré\f‘k(n,f) >
0, the corresponding configurations n*,&* € Q, n, (cf. (5.19)) satisfy either n* = £* or
rM (77,6%) > 0.

In view of (5.7), there exists ¢ € Zj such that rék(n, ¢) >0 and P? [7¢ = 170,] > 0. In
turn, there exist x,y € V with ¢,y > 0 such that ( = n—d,+9,. First, suppose that ¢ € €,
i.e., ¢ = & Then, it is straightforward that ¢* = £* € Q,, and rém(n*,g*) > 0, thus we
have rg\/fm(n*,&*) > 0 by (5.7). On the contrary, suppose that ( € Ag. This means that
y has at least one neighboring site (possibly ) on which ¢ has a particle. We divide into
several cases.

1. If ¢; > 1 and (; = 0 for all z # x with ¢, > 0, then the dynamics (Bj(t))i>0 can
only move particles between sites z and y. Thus, by P? [T¢ = T,] > 0 it necessarily
holds that { = 1 — 1,0, + 1.0, € ). This implies that £* = n* — , +d, € {1, thus
rM (77,6%) > 0.

2. Suppose that ¢, > 1 and there exists z # = with ¢,, > 0 such that {; > 1. Then, the
dynamics (Bj(t))t>0 gets absorbed exactly when y becomes empty. For £ to have
the same number of stacks, m, as n, it follows that £* = n*.

3. Suppose that ¢, = 0. Then, since the absorption of (By(t)):>0 triggers at least one
additional loss of a stack of particles, the absorbed configuration £ has strictly less
number of stacks than 7, which contradicts the assumption that 7,§ € Q.

The above three cases conclude the proof of Proposition 5.9. ([l
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1 4
2 5
3 6
o, ! 0l

) )

FiGURE 5.1. The H-shape graph G and the corresponding absorbing spaces
Qg = 9}174 and 54 = Qé}l U Qéi explained in Remark 5.10.

Remark 5.10. The irreducible structure in (5.18) may indeed get strictly finer than the
one in (5.16). For example, consider the following H-shape graph G with V = [1,6],
Cl2 = €23 = C25 = €45 = €56 = 1, and ¢y = 0 otherwise (see Figure 5.1). Then, Q44 is a
singleton set with Q}L 4 = {01 + 63 + 04 + 06}, whereas Q5 4 has two irreducible components

Qé}l and Qéﬁ, given as
Qfl):i = {251 + 03 + 4 + g, 01 + 263 + 04 + 56}
Q82 = {81 + 63 + 204 + 66,01 + 63 + 64 + 256} -

5.3.3. Conclusion of the proof of (5.13). Recall the definition of the matrix Mg ) and its
submatrices Mg  n, from (5.6) and (5.9), respectively.

First, we deal with the case k = m. We split M4 , ,, into n,, diagonal blocks Mémm, oM

Nm

» & ,mumo

each corresponding to an irreducible sub-Markovian dynamics. Adopting an analogous no-
tation, we further write the eigenvalue \p, ,,, (&) in (5.10) as

M (6) = Ay g (G) A+ A X (6)

,m

where )\fnm(&) stands for the smallest eigenvalue of —Mémm By the Perron-Frobenius
theorem, in view of sub-Markovianity, this eigenvalue is strictly positive. Furthermore,
because of irreducibility, this is the only eigenvalue admitting a non-negative (actually,

strictly positive) eigenfunction, which we refer to as

fi,m,m c Rgin,m .
Let, for all i € [1,n,,],
, i () if peq
N2 — a,m,m m,m 5.20
a,m,m(n) {O if n e Qm \ Qin,,m s ( )

be the extension of the eigenfunction 1) € R%mm to R%m, Then, due to the block lower

triangular structure of Mg ,,,, we have

)
a,m,m

M&,mqlg,m,m = _A;%,m(d) \Ilfic,m,m : (521)
Since \I/fimm € R%n £ 0, this shows that a straightforward extension of 1[)37m7m produces

an eigenfunction for Mg .

Remark 5.11. This canonical extension works well only for the case k = m, while it does
not for £ > m, in view of the block lower triangular structure of Mg .
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For k > m, we follow a different route. In view of Proposition 5.9, as done above for
k = m, we split Mgy, into MY +- -+ N diagonal blocks, say, M;ka for i € [1,n,,] and
j € [[1,‘31?]], each corresponding to the irreducible sub-Markovian dynamics on Qz’jm. We

refer to Figure 5.2 below for the overall structure of the matrix Mg ;. Then, we write the
eigenvalue \; (&) in (5.10) as

Nem(@) = mi in A (@), 5.22
ey (&) i i, oo (&) (5.22)

where /\ij(d) is the smallest eigenvalue of —Mé]km, which admits a strictly positive eigen-

.. i,j
function ngfkm € RQk»’n, again by the Perron-Frobenius theorem. ‘
Now, instead of the canonical extension as in (5.20), we define W&, € R% as the

“lifting” of \iji,m,m through the annihilation operators in (5.14):

\Iltii,k,m = (ak ©:--0 am—l—l) \iji,m,m .

By the intertwining relation (5.15) and the eigenvalue equation (5.21), we readily obtain
Mg kW oo = Ma g 8+ Gt Ui

A ~ 7 i A 7
=0k Om+1 M@’m \I/ol,m,m = —)\m7m(04) \Ild,k,m .

(5.23)

Since \I'?ka # 0, the above identity ensures that \I'?ka € R% is an eigenfunction for
—Ma,p associated to the eigenvalue \;, ., (&). Moreover, by (5.14) and (5.20), we have

szm(ﬁ) =0 for all n € Q;:C’m, o <m.

Because of the block lower triangular structure of Mg j and the irreducible decomposition
(5.18), this ensures that the restriction

)
&,k,m| QI
b} b Qk,m

of \I/flkm € R% to R%m is an eigenfunction for —Mé]km with corresponding eigenvalue

)\ﬁnm(d) Finally, by the aforementioned positivity of . € RQQM, we have

é,m,m
flkm(n) >0, for all n € sz .

27-]
a,k,m

(see Figure 5.2 for a visual proof). Since M;]k o, admits € R%.m as the only positive
eigenfunction (up to constant multiples), we must have
il = cwfljkm for some ¢ > 0,

Zol,k,m
and, thus, A}, (&) = /\zjm(d) By (5.22), the desired claim in (5.13) follows.
5.4. M\ k(&) and k coalescing particles. In this subsection, we prove
A k(@) > Ao o(@) , k>2. (5.24)

Assuming that €2, # @, and recalling the definition of Dirichlet forms and norms from
Section 3.1, our first observation is the following variational formula for Ay ;(&):

Eak(f)

feRTF I f
fZO on Ek\Qk,k

A (@) = (5.25)

5 -
a.k

Indeed, as a straightforward inspection of the rates ré\/‘k( -, -) in (5.7) shows, the matrix

Mg 1 1, describes the dynamics of k indistinguishable particles, all evolving as independent
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Qg1 | Mo 0 0 0 0 0 0
(V.0

Qs |+ {0Eio] o 0 0 0 0
0 0

* * 0 0 0 = 0

0 0 * *

U | * x « fobiziol o | [a] v |

0 0 [« ] S

* * * * * *

M;, Vim N Vi

FIGURE 5.2. In this figure, we depict the eigenvalue equation in (5.23) (for
simplicity, we dropped & from the notation). On the left-hand side, we
show the Q| x Q] matrix Mgy in its block lower triangular form. Stars
(%) indicate some possibly non-zero entries; triangles (A, resp. V) strictly
positive (resp. negative) ones. The diagonal blocks in bold are the |2 ,,,| x
| |-matrices Mg g,m, m € [1,k], defined in (5.9). Furthermore, each

Ma 1 m, m > 2, is further decomposed into block dlagonal matrices M%

a,k,m’
i € [1,ny], j € [1,9%]. Focusing on the red region Qk "m» We readily verify
that Wi G.km|qii 18 @ strictly positive eigenfunction of M a’Jk m associated to
k
~Npm (@)

RW(&) as long as their mutual graph-distances are at least two, which get instantaneously
killed as soon as at least one of them attempts a jump to a site neighboring another par-
ticle. The right-hand side of (5.25) is then readily obtained because SIP particles evolve
as independent random walks as long as they are not neighbors, and = \ Q plays the
role of a cemetery state. In light of this reformulation, the inequality in (5.24) is, at least
intuitively, expected: in a system of k > 2 independent particles, the rate for the first touch
of at least two of them cannot decrease as k grows.

The remainder of this subsection is devoted to the rigorous proof of this fact, whose key
step is based on the following comparisons.

Lemma 5.12. For all integers k > 3 and any function f € RZ* which vanishes on Zp\ e e

define (f&(‘sm) = f(§+6z))

9(&) = 97(&) = fell 5.0 = Z F(€+06,)? EE€ES 1.

xGV
Then, g vanishes on Zp_1 \ Qi1 -1, and we have

_lal+k-1 Ta"’? Eanlf) - (5.26)

2
”gHak 1= ”f”ak ’ Eak-1(9) <
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By applying Lemma 5.12 to the function f € RZ* attaining the infimum in the variational
formula in (5.25), we obtain

Eap(f)  Eap-1(gy)
7 = 2
T

which, by iteration over k > 3, yields (5.24).

Ak7k(&) = > )\k—l,k—l(é‘) ’

Proof of Lemma 5.12. Since f = 0 on Zj, \ Qf j, we similarly have g = 0 on Zp_1 \ Qg1 -1,
because £ € Zj_1 \ Qp—1 k-1 implies £ + 6, € Ej \ Qp ;, for all 2 € V. Moreover,

alllglier = D D Hak-1() du fe(8)?

£€Qk_1,k—12€EV

= YD raw(§) (Ge + &) Se(6:)

§EQ 1,1 TEV

O S S k60 (6 4 1) Fe(6.)

€1 k-1 7€V

ST (€ +6) fe(6:)?

§€Q, 11 2€V

e+ k-1

where for the second and fourth identities we used that f = 0 on Zj \ Qj x, whereas for the
third one we applied (3.8). Since each n = £ + 6, € Qy, is counted exactly k times in the
above double summation, we deduce
6 llgl5 s = (&l +Ek=1) D parln) f)?* = (&l +k—1) | fIZ, -
US Y
This proves the identity in (5.26). As for the inequality therein, recall
1 .
Ear1(9) =5 D Hap1(8) D coybady(9(§) —g(6 — 0 +6,))* .

2
S Y z,yeV

By applying the triangle inequality
(9(6) —g(€ = 0a+6,)° <>

zeV

a

|a| (Fe(62) — fe(: — 60+ 8,))° |

for any & € Zj_ satisfying & > 1, we get that |&| €4 x—1(g) is bounded above by

5 hakr© Y oyt (o) — felde 0+ 6,)°

£€Qp_1 k-1 x,y,2€V

Now, fix £ € Qp_14—1 and z,y,z € V such that c;, > 0. If £ > 1, then both § + 9,
and £ + 0, — 9, + 0, belong to =, \ i, the subset on which f = 0. Hence, by (3.8), the
expression above reads as

e S S hanl€+8) X oty (eld) — £e0. — 0 +5,)°

E€EQp_1,k—1 2€V z,yeV
&+ k-1 ) )
D ST S k(€8 Y oy (€8, 0y (fel6:) — felB 81+ 5,)
E€EQp_1,k—1 2€V z,yeV

:W# D tak(m) Y Cayme by (F(n) = F(n— 02 +6,))°

UEQk,k z,yeVv
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= (|&[ +k = 1) Er(f)

where for the third line we used again the change of variables n = £ 4 J, € € ;. This
concludes the proof. O

5.5. Proofs of Theorems 2.3 and 2.4. We are finally ready to prove Theorems 2.3 and
2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By Corollary 5.2 and (5.11),

lim gapy (G @) = gaprw (G, &) A min g (G, a&) , (5.27)
e—0 £ me[2,k]

whereas by (5.22), (5.13) and (5.24),

in Aem(G, &) = Aaa(G, Q) .
nin k(G5 &) = X2 2(G, &)

Hence, since the limit in (5.27) is strictly positive, Theorem 2.3 holds true. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Recall that, for all graphs G and site weights &, we have gap, (G, &) =
e gaprw (G, &), € > 0; moreover, by (5.27) for k = 2, we have

lim gapy (G, ed)
e—0 g

= gapr(G, @) A )\Q’Q(G, d) .

Thus, it suffices to verify the existence of G and & such that
X22(G, &) < gaprw (G, &) . (5.28)

In particular, let us recall from the discussion in Section 5.4, that Ago is the smallest
eigenvalue of (the negative of) the generator describing two independent RW (G, &), having
& = (éyz)zev as a (non-normalized) reversible measure, and which get instantaneously killed
when attempting to get to a mutual graph-distance strictly smaller than two.

In view of this, it is not surprising that the standard discrete torus ']I‘;iv, with dimension
d > 2, size N € N, and homogeneous site weights, satisfies (5.28), provided that N is large
enough. From now on, we fix & = 1 and

G= ']I';iv , with ¢y = 1 for all neighboring sites z,y € ’]I‘;iv ,

and drop them from the notation, simply writing, e.g., A2 2 and gapryy instead of A2 (G, &)
and RW(G, a).

Consider the positions (X¢, Y;):>0 of two independent particles on ']I‘;iv, each one jumping
with unit rate to any of its neighbors. Observe that (X;,Y;);>0 is reversible with respect to
the uniform measure kK = K 4 on ']I‘;iv X Tﬁl\,. In what follows, let P(, . and E, ,y denote the
law and corresponding expectation for (X, Y;);>0 when starting from (z,y) € T4, x T, Tt
is well known (see, e.g., [LP17, Sections 12.3.1 & 12.4]) that, for all N € N large enough
and all d > 1, we have ,

gaPrw = # : (5.29)
Letting
W = {(z,y) € T distlei\r (x,y) > 2},
by the second inequality in [Her23, Eq. (1.7)], we have
1 1
<

Aog < )
2% = maxycw Ex(- o] = Eng e

)

(5.30)

where in the second step we substituted « = W. The last denominator in (5.30) is almost
the mean meeting time of two independent random walks, both being uniformly distributed
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on T4 (and independently) at time ¢ = 0. This latter quantity is known [Cox89, Theorem
4] to asymptotically diverge, as N — oo, like sy, where

2 : _
- {N log N ifd=2, (5.31)

N ifd>3.
In the remainder of this proof, we show that the denominator in (5.30) follows the same

asymptotic behavior.
Since k(W) =1 — 24+ we calculate

Nd bl
2d+1\ !
(- j0)[mwe] = (1— ~d >

1
~3i O Byl (5.32)
(z,y)EW

Moreover, since Z; == X; —Y; € ']Tﬁlv is a simple random walk (jumping to a nearest neighbor
at rate 2), we have

E(%?J) [TWC] = Ew—y[f'l] ) (ﬂj‘,y) ew ’ (533)

where we use the hat-notation to refer to quantities related to Z;, while 74, ¢ € [0, | N/2]],
denotes the first hitting time of the set

{zeT%: distpq (2,0) = £} .
By the strong Markov property and translation invariance of the dynamics, we have
E.—ylfo] = Euylf1] + Eey [f0] = Eury 1] + Eol7f ] — Eol] ,
where %gr denotes the first return time to 0 for the walk Z; started in 0, i.e.,

o =inf{t > : Z; =0} .

Clearly, Eo [71] = 4_1d7 while, by Kac’s formula for return times (see, e.g., [AF02, p. 34,
Lemma 2.25]), we obtain

~ Nd
EO[TS_] = E .
Hence, we get
1 = ~ 1 -~ ~ ~
v 2 Elil=gm 3 (Bealnl - Eolif) + Boli])
(x,y)EW (:&y)EW
4 (5.34)

1 = N
= 2d Z Ez—y[70] T d

(z,y)eEW

By [Cox89, Theorem 4] (see also [Dur24, Lemma 7.3.2] for a more recent textbook version),
the expression between curly brackets is, for all N € N large enough, bounded below by
g4 SN, for some positive constant g4 (which, for d > 3, is strictly larger than 4—1d, cf. [Cox89,
Eq. (1.2)]). Hence, collecting (5.32), (5.33) and (5.34), we obtain, for some C' = Cy > 0 and
for all N € N large enough,
En(-\W)[TWC] > Csy,

which, along with (5.30), implies

1
Csy
Comparing this inequality with (5.29) (cf. (5.31)) completes the proof of the theorem. [J

A2 <
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6. NON-CONSERVATIVE SIP. SETTING AND MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we attach particle reservoirs to some sites of the graph. We describe this
by introducing two sets of non-negative site parameters, w = (wy)zev and 8 = (0,)zev. The
former one represents the rates of interaction between a site and its reservoir. The latter
one prescribes the reservoirs’ particle densities. Next to the inclusion particles’ motion
considered so far, we now let particles be created and annihilated with rates resembling
those of SIP.

6.1. Model. Let G = (V,(cay)ayev) and o = (agz)zev be as in Section 2, and intro-
duce some non-negative site weights w = (wz)zev and 0 = (0)zey. Then, we write
SIP(G, a, w, #) for the Markov process on? Z = UZ2 , Ex with infinitesimal generator Lg o .6
given, for a bounded function f € R® and a configuration € Z, by

LG,a,w,&f(U) = Z Coy Nz (O‘y + 77y) (f(n— 06z + 5y) - f(n)

z,yeV

+ > we {me (14 02) (F(n = 82) = F(m) + 0 (aw + 1) (F (0 +62) = f(m) } -

zeV

(6.1)

Here, the first summation on the right-hand side corresponds with the conservative dynamics
described by L o in (2.1), and is referred to as bulk dynamics. The second summation
concerns the particle creation-annihilation mechanism, and may be interpreted as a bulk-
boundary dynamics. More in detail, particles at x € V get killed independently, each at
rate w, (14 6,), while a new particle is created at * € V with a configuration-dependent
rate wy 0, (az +1,). Furthermore, albeit the configuration space Z is countably infinite,
SIP(G, a,w,#) does not explode in finite time. Indeed, the total number of particles is
stochastically dominated by a pure birth process with linearly growing rates (see, e.g.,
[FGS22, Proposition 2.1]).

The long-time behavior of SIP(G, o, w, f) clearly depends on the values of w and 6. To
start with, we mention that w, = 0 means that site x € V does not directly exchange
particles with any reservoirs, whereas 6, = 0 corresponds to having a purely absorbing
reservoir at x € V. As a consequence, if w = 0, we recover the conservative case having, for
any total number of particles k € N, i, 5 in (2.2) as a unique reversible measure. If § = 0
and w # 0, the system eventually empties out. In other words, if # vanishes on the support
of w, that is,

supp(w) :={zx € V 1w, >0},

then SIP(G, o, w, #) has the empty configuration () € = as its unique stationary state, which,
in turn, is absorbing. More generally, for w # 0, there exists a unique stationary measure for
SIP(G, a,w, 0), referred to as fi¢ aw,e- In this situation, one typically distinguishes between
two scenarios, commonly referred to as equilibrium and non-equilibrium, respectively.

More in detail, equilibrium occurs if 6 is constant on supp(w). In this case, it is well-
known that (g q w6 is reversible, in product form, and explicit: assuming that 6 = o > 0,
then (1@ w60 = Va,e, Where, for all n € &,

1 0 > g I'(az +n2) .
v - 2 e Tle) with 2, , == (1 + )@l . 6.2
it IR we=(1+0) (6.2

Note that 1141 in (2.2) is the canonical measure associated to the grand-canonical v, ,. One
speaks of non-equilibrium if § is non-constant on supp(w). Then, pg e is, in general,

22, := {0} consists of the empty configuration §) with no particles.
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neither reversible, nor in product form, nor explicit. We will not need to know more on the
structure of this steady state; for further details, see, e.g., [FRS22] and references therein.

6.2. Spectral gap identity when 6 = 0. We start with the analysis of the purely absorb-
ing SIP. As already anticipated in Section 1.4, we shall see that understanding the case
0 = 0 is one of the key ingredients for the spectral analysis of the setting with general 6.

Observe that substituting # = 0 in (6.1) gives rise to a system in which all particles are
never created, and get annihilated one at the time, until the system eventually gets empty.
In particular, Lg q..,0, interpreted as an infinite matrix, is similar to a block lower triangular
one. Moreover, the blocks on the diagonal — each for any total number of particles k € Ny
in the bulk of the system — are of finite size and describe the following finite-state Markov
chains. The case k£ = 1 corresponds to a process with just one particle in the bulk, which
moves as RW(G, a) defined in Section 2, additionally killed at rate w, > 0 when sitting
on x € V. We refer to this process as RW(G,a,w). The case k > 2 is similar, with k
interacting particles evolving in the bulk as SIP; (G, ), each independently killed with rate
w; > 0 when sitting at * € V. Each of these Markov chains, say SIPy(G, a,w), are sub-
stochastic. Moreover, since the conservative SIPy(G, «) admits pq  in (2.2) as its unique
reversible measure, all eigenvalues of (the negative of) the generator of SIP;(G, a,w) (see
(7.1)) are real and strictly positive. Letting gap,(G,a,w), k > 1, be the lowest of such
eigenvalues, we write (cf. (2.4))

gapsip (G, @, w) = Inf gap;, (G, a,w) - (6.3)
Similarly, we introduce the spectral gap of RW(G, o, w) as

gapgrw (G, o, w) = gap, (G, a,w) . (6.4)

Our main result of this section establishes that, as soon as the killing rate w is not identi-

cally zero, the spectral gaps in (6.3) and (6.4) coincide, regardless of the underlying geometry

and of the site weights — even when oy, € (0,1). This spectral gap identity stands in

stark contrast to the behavior observed in the conservative setting, where restrictions are
imposed on the value of auyin.

Theorem 6.1 (§ = 0). For all graphs G = (V, (cay)ayev), and site weights o = (az)zev,
w = (wg)zey with w # 0, we have
gapgip (G, o, w) = gapry (G, o, w) .
Remarkably, the proof of the above identity (deferred to Section 7.1) is quite elementary.
6.3. General setting. When dealing with the general case 8 # 0, we must specify the
infinite-dimensional function analytic setting that we work in. For this purpose, we define a

class of functions on Z (Definition 6.2), written in terms of orthogonal “Meixner” polynomial
dualities introduced in [FRS22, Section 4], which take the following form: for all o > 0,

Da,g(£777) = H daz,g(fmanw) 9 77 € E 9 g € Ek 9 k 2 0 9 (65)
zeV

where, for o =0,

! I'(az)
« xylle) = 1 3

whereas, for o > 0,

o, (€ B € 13  NE—le &k & —ma 1
Qg ,0 ma"?ac)—z daz,O(fgmnm)( Q) —( Q) o : )

14 «
r—o \tz x 0
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This last identity is just a rewriting in terms of the ordinary hypergeometric function. Let
us observe that D, ,(0, -) =1 and that, for all k € Nand § € Z, n € Z+—— Dy o(&,n) € R
is a k-th order polynomial in 7 = (1;)zev. Moreover, as we shall show in Section 7.2 below,

{Dao(&, ) : [¢] <k}

is a linearly independent set which spans the space of polynomials in 7 of order < k. This
and the two other properties presented in Proposition 7.2 below turn the functions in (6.5)
into a convenient basis of polynomials on =.

Definition 6.2. For all p > 0, integers k > 1, and functions 1) € R=*, define

FYom) = pap(©¥(&) Day(&n),  neE. (6.6)

§EE
When k = 0 and, thus, ¢ € R is a scalar, we conventionally set F,;’f’ =0 eR

Remark that, as long as 1» # 0, the function in (6.6) is a non-vanishing k-th order
polynomial in the variables n = (1;)zev. In particular, expressions like LGM%@FO% o will

always be well defined. Finally, introduce the operators biv% ok—1 " RE — REk-1 k> 1,
acting on functions ¢ € RZ* as
o + g -
b0 ok 18(Q) =k D> wp (b — 0) === ((+0:),  C(E€Ep. (6.7)
= la|+k—1
Clearly, we have
6% okt =0, ifo=o. (6.8)

The following theorem, whose proof is postponed to Section 7.2 below, is stated for any
graph G and site weights «, w, and 6.

Theorem 6.3. Fiz o > 0 and recall Definition 6.2.
(a) Given k >0, any eigenpair X\, of the k-particle purely-absorbing system solves

60y 1¥
LeawolFay = —AF,+ Fag” "™ (6.9)

(b) The functions F&Z} o as in Definition 6.2 may be chosen to form an orthogonal basis
of L*(Va.p)-

Let us comment on two powerful consequences of the above theorem in the reversible
case 0 = p (we discuss the non-reversible case in Remark 6.5 below). The first item tells us
that any eigenvalue of the purely absorbing system with & > 1 particles is one also for the
general system and, moreover, it provides a constructive procedure to build eigenfunctions
from those of the k-particle absorbing system. Indeed, by (6.8), the identity in (6.9) becomes
the eigenvalue equation

LGawoFl,=—-AFY

a,0 )
because the second term on the right-hand side of (6.9) vanishes when 6 = p. The second
item guarantees the existence of a c.o.n.s. of eigenfunctions of Lg o ,9. This, combined
with the fact that the generator is self-adjoint in the associated L2-space, ensures that
—L¢ awp has a pure point spectrum therein, all contained in [0, 00), with a gap after the
zero eigenvalue coinciding with that of the purely absorbing system. Letting

gapgip (G, o, w, 0)
denote this spectral gap when 6 = ¢ > 0, Theorem 6.1 readily implies the following result.
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Corollary 6.4 (6 = o). For all graphs G = (V, (Cay)ayev), and site weights o = (0z)gev,
w = (Wg)zey with w # 0, we have

gapgip (G, a,w, 0) = gapry (G, o, w) | 0>0.

Remark 6.5 (Non-reversible setting). In view of Theorem 6.3, it is plausible to expect that
Corollary 6.4 should extend, in some sense, to the non-reversible setting as well. Indeed,
since the two functions on the right-hand side of (6.9) are polynomials of order k and ¢ <
k—1, this guarantees that A therein lies in the point spectrum of Lg 4,9, for all § = (0;)zcv .
However, in absence of a natural Hilbert space ensuring that such eigenfunctions form a
c.o.n.s. when 6 # const. on supp(w), the presence, e.g., of a continuous part of the spectrum
(a property which also depends on the choice of the underlying reference function space) is
what Theorem 6.3 does not exclude.

Remark 6.6 (Symmetric exclusion processes & Co.). The proof of Theorem 6.3(a)— based
on orthogonal-polynomial dualities, annihilation and creation operators — carries over to
other non-equilibrium systems enjoying similar properties, e.g., [RS18, FRS22, GRT24]. As
an example, we mention the symmetric (partial) exclusion process in contact with reservoirs
(see, e.g., [FRS22, Sal23, Sal24]), whose generator is readily obtained from L¢ o ¢ in (6.1)
by further imposing o = (e )zey C N and 6 = (0,).ev € [0, 1], and changing the plus signs
in oy +1n, and 1+ 6, therein into minus signs. In this case, the configuration space is simply
[Lev {0,1,..., ay}, thus, is finite, and the technical issues explained in Remark 6.5 do not
arise in this context: the spectrum is just the union of finitely-many eigenvalues, which, in
view of the generalized eigenvalue equation in (6.9), are independent of 6.

7. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 6.1 AND 6.3
The following two sections may be essentially read independently.

7.1. Proof of Theorem 6.1. For every k > 1, the k-particle purely absorbing system (i.e.,
when 6 = 0) is described by the infinitesimal generator

LG,a,w,kf(n) = LG,a,kf(n) - f(77) Z Wz Nz (71)

zeV

where f € R%k, n € =, and LG o given in (2.1). Note that, when the process is in
configuration 7 € =y, it gets killed with rate )y wz 1, > 0.

Recall the definition of the probability measure jiq 1 in (2.2). Since Lg o0k is the sum
of a self-adjoint operator on L?(f4x) and a multiplicative one, it is self-adjoint on L?(piq k)
and, thus, all the eigenvalues of —Lg o 1 are real and non-negative. Additionally, since the
conservative dynamics is irreducible and the multiplication operator is non-positive, all such
eigenvalues are actually strictly positive. In particular, we obtain that gap,(G, a,w), the
lowest of such eigenvalues, is positive and, by the Perron-Frobenius theorem, characterized
as the worst-case exponential killing rate for large times: letting 75, denote the first time at
which one of the k particles gets killed,

.1 Grawk
-l ¢ log max P> 0.

gap (G, a,w) =

Thanks to this asymptotic identity, the assertion of Theorem 6.1 boils down to show that,
for all & > 2,

max ]PnG’a’“’k(Tk > t) < max P?’a’w’l(ﬁ > 1), t>0. (7.2)

NEEL zeV =
For this purpose, we introduce a lookdown representation of the particle system with
killing, extending the one known within the conservative setting [KS24, Appendix A]. We
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need to introduce a bit of notation. For every k > 2, labeled configuration x = (z1,...,x) €
V¥, and permutation ¢ € Sy, we write ¢x = (Te(1)y -+ To()) € VE. Further, Sy : RV
RY* denotes the symmetrization operator that is,
Vk
Sip(x il Z (sx) , peR"
SESE

whereas &y (x) = Zle 0z, € E is the operator which removes the particles’ labels.
Proposition 7.1 (Lookdown representation of SIP with killing). For all k > 2, we have
SkLe 0wk (f o k) = (Laawif) 0 P, feRE:, (7.3)
where LG a0,k denotes the generator of the lookdown SIPL(G, o, w) given, for all ¢ € RV
and x € VF, by
L owkP(X) = Laarp(x wal . (7.4)

Here, £ o 1p(x) reads as

fGak(’D Z Z Cwy x,x; ay+225yxj QDX? _QD(X)) ’

i=1 z,yeV

and stands for the conservative part of the lookdown dynamics, with x! € VE denoting the
configuration obtained from x € V¥ by setting the i-th coordinate equal to y € V.

Proof. By [KS24, Proposition A.4], an identity which is analogous to that in (7.3) holds for
the conservative dynamics, i.e.,
SkLGak(f o Pr) = (Lgarf) o Pk, feR®,

Hence, by linearity, it suffices to prove the identity only for the multiplication operators
n (7.1) and (7.4) describing the killing part. Nevertheless, this identity holds trivially

because particles are killed independently (or, equivalently, because x = (z1,...,2zx) —
(f o @) (x) Ele Wy, is invariant under permutations). O
Let PtG’a’w’k = eLGewk ¢ > 0, be the lookdown semigroup. In conclusion, taking

f =1z, € R% in (7.3) and observing that 1z, o &), = (®F_; 1y) € RY*, we obtain, for all
xeVFandt >0,

maxIPGO‘Wk(T > 1) < max PO H @k 1) (x)

YIS xeVk
G a,w,l
< P 1
max Py v(z),
where the second inequality follows from neglecting all particles with labels £ =2,... k (in

other words, bounding ®f:2 1y < 1), the first being independent from them. Since this last
expression equals the right-hand side of (7.2), this proves the inequality therein and, thus,
concludes the proof of Theorem 6.1.

7.2. Proof of Theorem 6.3. Our main ingredient will be the duality property of SIP in
contact with reservoirs (e.g., [GKRV09, CGGR13]), in particular, the orthogonal polynomial
duality functions found in [FRS22]. We shall not assume any prior knowledge on this topic,
but rather exploit a few properties taken from [KLS10, RS18, FRS22], which, for the reader’s
convenience, we collect in the following proposition. For notational convenience, we simply
write Lg = Lg awe and Ly = Lg awk (defined in (6.1) and (7.1), respectively).
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Proposition 7.2. Fiz o > 0.

(a) Orthogonality and completeness. Let (- | -), , denote the inner product in L2 (Vo)
(see (6.2)). Then, for all integers k.0 > 1 and £ € Zg, ( € Ey,

(140"

Za k

)

<Da79(§7 ) ’ Da,g((v ')>a7g = ]l{szc} Na,k(f)_l : (7-5)

Moreover, {Da,o(§, )} >0 cex, i @ complete system of L% (Vap)-
(b) Duality. For all 0 = (0;)zcv and n € Z, we have

LoDag(€ ) (1) = LiDao(- m)(€)
+ Z We &z (02 — 0) Da,o(§ — 02,7) - (7.6)

eV

Remark 7.3. Since {Da (&, -)} < ¢e=, Spans all polynomials of order < k, by (7.6), Ly =
LG ,a,w,p leaves invariant such a subspace of polynomials.

The rest of the proof of Theorem 6.3 is routine. Indeed, Theorem 6.3(a) follows by
linearity and the duality relation in (7.6): recalling Fgf}, o from Definition 6.2, first we obtain

LoFY () = > ttae(€)¥(€) LoD (€, - )(n)

§EEL

= Z :uoa,k(g) ¢(£) LkDa,g( . ,77) (5)
§€EEK

+ Z ok (&) V(E) Z Wy & (0 — 0) D€ — 63,7)
£esy zeV

. . . Q .
which, rewritten in terms of the operator b aw.ok—1 1 (6.7), rearranges as

S ook (€) 9(E) L Daol -, m)(€) + Fag 1

4SS
By the symmetry of Ly, in L?(jia,k), we finally obtain
b _
LGFoif},Q(n) = Z ,Uza,k(g) Lkl/)(g) DO&,Q(S;”) T Fa:xéw,e,k 1 7
4SS

and the desired claim follows if Ly = —\1).

The second item in Theorem 6.3 is a direct consequence of the symmetry of Ly, in L? (Ko k)
(thus, the orthogonality relation of eigenfunctions 1. € R associated to distinct eigen-
values) and the orthogonality relation in (7.5): for all integers k,¢ > 0, all eigenfunctions
Y € RZ* and ¢ € R¥ of L, and Ly, respectively, we have

<F$Q‘F(fvg>a,g = ]l{k:Z} Ca,0.k <w ’ (10>a,k )

for some constant ¢, % > 0. The completeness is standard and left to the reader.

8. EXTENSIONS AND RELATED MODELS

In this last section, we extend our results to the Brownian energy process, and briefly
discuss their connections with what is known for some closely related models.
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8.1. Brownian energy process. Given a graph G = (V, (¢gy)zyev) and site weights a =
(0z)zev, the corresponding Brownian energy process — referred to as BEP(G, ) — is the
diffusion on the probability simplex

Y= {(e [o,l]V:Zszl} : (8.1)

eV
with infinitesimal generator

1
Lga= B} Z Cay {_ (O‘ygﬂc - O‘rCy) (8<ac - 8<y) + CrCy (aCx - 8@)2} )

z,yeV

and the following Dirichlet distribution on X' as its unique reversible measure

7a(dC) = (@ I1 c;"z*) a¢,  with B(a) = % NCE
zeV

Here, d( stands for the uniform measure on Y. We refer to Section 1, [KS24] and references
therein, for more information and history on this model. Here, we just mention that its mean
field version (i.e., when ¢;, = const.) coincides with the renowned multi-type Wright-Fisher
diffusion with parent independent mutations (see, e.g., [Shi77, WZ19)).

As shown in [KS24], BEP(G, «) inherits its eigenstructure from that of SIP(G, «). More
precisely, the Poisson intertwining relation [KS24, Eq. (4.1)] between the generators Lg o
and Lg o allows to lift eigenfunctions of SIP(G, a) to eigenfunctions of BEP(G, «), both
corresponding to the same eigenvalue. Using this intertwining relation and the fact L o is
a self-adjoint operator on L?(7,), one concludes that this lifting saturates all the info on
the spectrum and, in particular, the corresponding spectral gaps coincide

gappgp (G, a) = gapgp (G, a) .
Combining the findings in [KS24] with our Theorems 2.2 and 2.4 on gapgp(G, o), we
readily deduce the following analogues of (1.3) and (1.6).

Corollary 8.1. For all graphs G = (V, (czy)z,yecv) and site weights o = (0g)zev, we have

1 Qratio Cmin
. _ < <
Omin {21 6¥min/ratio |V|? diam(G) } < gapprp (G, @) < gaprw (G, a) ,

and, in some cases, we have
gappep (G, @) S gaprw (G, @) .

Interestingly, also our results on the spectrum of the non-conservative SIP, via simi-
lar arguments, translate to the context of the BEP. Indeed, the aforementioned Poisson
intertwining is effective also when one adds the interaction with external reservoirs. As
shown, e.g., in [GRT24, Section 4.1], using this operator, the generator Lg ¢ in (6.1) of
SIP(G, a,w, 0) satisfies, for all w = (wy)zey and 6 = (0;).cv, an analogous intertwining
relation with

ﬁG,a,w,O = ﬁG,a + Z Wy {(a:cex - Cx) ag‘z + HLL‘CSC 831} )

zeV

the generator of what we refer to as BEP(G, o, w, 6).

When 6 = p > 0, this non-conservative diffusion on [0,00)" is well known to have the
following product measure v,, = ®zcv Gamma(a,, 0) as its unique reversible measure.
Hence, arguing as above, we derive the corresponding spectral gap identity

\%4

gapBEP(G7 o, W, Q) = gapSIP(G7 o, W, Q) )
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and, as a consequence, the following analogue of Corollary 6.4.

Corollary 8.2. For all graphs G = (V, (cay)zyev), and site weights a = (ag)zev, w =
(wg)zev with w # 0, we have

gapprp (G, @, w, 0) = gappw (G, @, w) e>0,
where gapry (G, a,w) is defined in (6.4).

8.2. Other models. As already anticipated in Section 1, SIP and BEP come with several
closely related models, having a different dynamics, but exactly the same steady states. The
models we have in mind fall into the class of mass redistribution models. Here, we shall focus
only on those models with configuration-independent edge updates (see, e.g., [Sas15] and
references therein for configuration-dependent mass redistribution models with Dirichlet-
type steady states): after an edge, say xy, is selected with rate ¢, > 0, particles/energies
sitting on x and y get randomly redistributed therein. Among them, let us mention:

(a) the Beta-Binomial splitting process and its continuous version, also known as Beta
splitting process or (generalized) KMP model (see, e.g., [PR23, DMFG24, GRT24));
(b) the discrete and continuous harmonic processes (see, e.g., [FFG23, GRT24]).

All models in (a) and (b) have been studied in their conservative and non-conservative vari-
ants (see the aforementioned references for the precise definitions of the redistribution rules),
and, just like SIP and BEP, discrete and corresponding continuous models are isospectral
(when reversible), enjoying completely analogous Poisson intertwining relations.

To the best of our knowledge, the only sharp quantitative results on their convergence
to equilibrium are confined to a handful of results, see [CCL03, Smil4, CLL20, PR23| and
references therein. For what concerns the spectral gap, the only sharp results that we are
aware of concern the Beta and Beta-Binomial splitting processes in two specific settings,
both conservative:

(i) the complete graph with a = const. [CCLO03]| (see also [CLL20, Remark 4]);
(ii) the segment with a@ = const. > 1 [CLL20].

In particular, in (i), the gap is attained by the system with k = 2 particles (which is strictly
smaller than gap,), while in (ii) it coincides with that of the corresponding single particle.

In order to obtain spectral gap asymptotics for small diffusivity, the proof ideas of The-
orems 2.3 and 2.4 apply also to these models (actually, with considerable simplifications
due to the presence of edge updates only, and edges are a.s. never updated simultaneously).
For instance, it is not difficult to show that, on graphs like that in Section 5.5 and for «
small enough, the spectral gap of the two particles must be strictly smaller than that of
the single random walk. Similarly, the non-conservative (reversible) models satisfy a one-
particle spectral gap identity, analogous to the one contained in Corollary 6.4. Indeed, the
key step in that proof (Section 7.1) carries over to these other models in contact with reser-
voirs without much changes, because of the analogous intertwining and consistency/duality
relations available also for them, see, e.g., [GRT24]. We leave the verification of these claims
to the interested reader. What remains largely open is the problem of obtaining spectral
gap’s sharp lower bounds — and, possibly, identities in terms of simpler processes — for
the conservative variants of these mass redistribution models on general geometries.

APPENDIX A. BEING IN ), AT EACH POSITIVE TIME

In this appendix, we prove a technical result on the probability that the e~!-accelerated
SIP sits in the absorbing set € (see (5.2)) at a given positive time. Since Qj = Zj when
k=1, we fix k > 2 all throughout this appendix.
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We use the notation employed in Section 5. Recall from the proof of Proposition 5.1 that
p$(-,-) denotes the transition kernel of the e !-sped up SIP(G,ed) with k particles, i.e.,

1 . —
pi@%&) =’ Lsa’kﬂf(’r/) s 7775 SHCT

The following proposition is the main result of this appendix.

Proposition A.1. For any configuration n € Zy and positive time t > 0, we have
lim pf(n, Q) = 1.
e—0

To prove Proposition A.1, we need a series of technical lemmas. Let (7°(t)):>0 be the
e~ 1-sped up SIP with generator a_lLede. Let P}, and E;, denote the law and corresponding
expectation of (n°(t))i>o starting from n € Ej.

The first lemma states that the time to reach the absorbing set 2 from the transient
collection Ay (defined in (5.3)) is uniformly negligible. Given a subset A of Zj, let 74 be
its (random) first hitting time. Moreover, define

Cmin = mler%/ Cay >0, Cmax = ng/ Cay - (A.1)
T,y T,y
ny>0

Lemma A.2. Suppose that e|a| < zr22p. Then, for some C = C(G) > 0 and for all
e>0,k>2,
Ce

max IE¢ [, ] < logk .

CEAL Cmin

Proof. Define a test function ¢ : Z; — R as

¢(n):z—z<1+%+-~+i> :

zeV e
Then, there exists C' = C(G) > 0 such that

max ¢(n) — min ¢(n) < %logk . (A.2)

nEZL NEZ

For each ¢ € Ay, we may express L. ,¢(() as

Z Cay [Co (€dy + Gy) (D(C = 0z + 6y) — G(Q)) + Gy (€0 + 1) (H(C — Iy + 6z) — B(C))] -

{zy}cv
(A.3)
If ¢z, ¢y > 1, then the term inside the bracket in (A.3) becomes

Cx Cy ~ _ Cx ~ _ Cy (1 - 56‘?;) Ca (1 - 5dw> Cy
<y+1+<x+1+my<1 <y+1>+5%<1 cx+1>2 G+l Gl

By the assumption, we have edmax < e|d] < é‘;‘ﬂ < % Thus, the right-hand side is
bounded from below by

1 G Gy 1

= + > — A4

2<Cy+1 C+1) = 2 (A-4)
where the inequality holds because (;,(, > 1. Next, if (; > 1 and ¢, = 0, then the term
inside the bracket in (A.3) equals

Co EQy <i — 1) = —ely ((z — 1) > —edy (s - (A.5)

Ca
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Similarly, if ¢, = 0 and ¢, > 1, then the term is at least —ed, (y. As ( € Ay, there exists
at least one {z*,y*} such that ¢y« > 0 and (z+,(y+ > 1. Thus, by (A.1), (A.3), (A.4), and
(A.5),

aa k¢

= D0 Y cay sy Go 2 R — aackela] > B2 (A.6)

zeV yeV
Cz2>1¢y=0

where the last inequality holds since g|a| < CCIZ‘:; -
Now, it is well known that

o1 () — S (0)) — / (6 Leard)(F(s)ds,  £>0,

0

is a P¢-martingale. Setting ¢t = 7o, A, applying (A.2) and (A.6), taking expectations with
respect to IE5, and then sending r — oo, we obtain

Cmin E_l B C
g <8 [ [ Leaslor () 05| < S1osi
This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

For each t > 0, let T.(t) be the local time spent by (1°(s))s>0 in £ up to time ¢:

T-(t) = /0 1{n°(s) € Qx}ds . (A.7)

Then, let S:(s), s > 0, be its generalized inverse:
Se(s) =sup{t >0:T.(t) <s}.
By definition, T.(S:(s)) = s and T;(S:(s) +u) > s for any s > 0 and v > 0. In turn, we
have
n°(S:(s)) € Qe , 5>0. (A.8)
Note also that {S.(s) > s+ u} = {T.(s +u) < s} for s > 0 and u > 0.
Lemma A.3. For alln € =5, t > 0 and 6 > 0, we have

lim P} [Se(t) >t +46] =0.
e—0
Proof. First, suppose that n € Ax. We may bound
Py [Se(t) >t + 6] = Py [To(t +6) < 1]
<P [Tt +6) <t, T, <§/2]+ P [rq, >0/2].
By Lemma A.2 and the Markov inequality, we obtain

2 € 0
Py o, > 0/2] < S [ro,] < 5 — loghk <=5 0.

Thus, by the strong Markov property of (7°(s))s>0 and the fact that ¢t — T.(¢) is non-
decreasing, we deduce

lim sup P} [Sc(t) > ¢ + 6] < limsup sup Pg [T-(t +6/2) <¢] .
e—0 e—0  £€Qy

Thus, it suffices to prove Lemma A.3 for n € Q.
It remains to prove that, for n € Q, ¢ > 0 and § > 0,

llmIPa[ H(t+0)<t]=0.
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Let 0 < 71 < 79 < --- be the consecutive jump times from Qj to Ag. Then, for any integer
m > 1, we get
IPf7 [T:(t+9) <t] < IPf7 [Te(t+9) <t, 71 >t+0]+ IPf7 [Tmt1 < t+0]. (A.9)

Conditioned on the first event in the right-hand side of (A.9), there occurs at most m jumps
from Q, to Ay up to time ¢ + 0. Let 71 < 75 < --- denote the consecutive return times to
Qy., such that we have

0<M<T <To<Th< - .

Then, by (A.7), we may bound the first probability in the right-hand side of (A.9) by
IP;[(T{—T1)+(T£—T2)+"'+(T7ln—7'm) > 9] .
We may further bound this by

m
E:IP;E7 [/ —7; > §/m] < m sup % [rq, > d/m]
i=1 CEAL
m? .
< — sup E¢ [rq,] <
0 CEA C[ k] 5cmin

(A.10)

m2Ce log k e—0, 0

Here, the first inequality is due to the strong Markov property at 7; for each i € [1,m], the
second inequality is due to the Markov inequality, and the third inequality is due to Lemma
A.2. Further, for (n°(s))s>0, any direct jump from Q to Ay has rate bounded above by

sup sup e ! Cay Ne€lty < Cmax K Gmax

T]GQk m,yEV
where Gmax = maxgzey &,. Hence, each of the random variables 7,70 — 74,..., Tm+1 —
7). stochastically dominates an exponential random variable with rate ¢pax k Gmax. Thus,
letting 71,75, ... be some i.i.d. exponentials of rate cax k Gmax, by Markovianity we get

P [Ty <t +0| <P+ -+ 710 <t+]
" ' i (A.11)

m—0o0

= P [Gamma (m + 1, cpax k dmax) <t + 9] —— 0,

where Gamma (u, 3) denotes the Gamma distribution with shape v > 0 and rate g > 0.
Therefore, by (A.9), (A.10) and (A.11), we conclude that

2 log k
limsup P} [T:(t + 6) < t] < limsup limsup m_Ce logk
e—0 m—00 =0 9 Cmin
+ limsup P [Gamma (m + 1, ¢pax k dmax) <t +9] =0,
m—o0
as desired. ([l

Lemma A.4. We have

- c B
%1_1)13)21_1}1%)55611!% Pg [1a,, < 36] =0.

Proof. As explained in the proof of Lemma A.3, starting from any £ € €, 7a, stochastically
dominates an exponential random variable of rate ¢pax k Gmax. Thus, we get

limsup sup Pg[ra, < 36] < limsup (1 — e~ Cmax k Gmax 35) -0.
6—0  ¢€(0,1) 50

This concludes the proof. O

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition A.1.
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Proof of Proposition A.1. We prove
lim ]P; () e Q] =1, t>0, nezg. (A.12)
e—0

We follow the proof ideas of [LLM18, Lemma 3.1]. By (A.8), for § € (0,t¢/3), we estimate
L =T [n°(Se(t — 30)) € Q] < PJ[n°(S:(t — 39)) € Qu, Se(t —36) € [t — 36, — 20]]
+ 7 [Se(t — 36) >t —24] .

By Lemma A.3, the second probability in the right-hand side vanishes as ¢ — 0. Moreover,
by (A.8), the first probability in the right-hand side is bounded by

P} [3s € [t — 30,t — 26], n°(s) € Q] .
We can further divide this into two events and bound the last probability as
P77 (t) € Q] + P [3s € [t — 36, — 26], n°(s) € Qu, n°(t) € Ax].
Then, by the Markov property, the second probability above is bounded by

sup IPg [a, < 3],

ey,
which, by Lemma A.4, vanishes by first taking the limit € — 0, and then § — 0. Collecting
all displayed inequalities, we conclude that (A.12) holds. O

APPENDIX B. REVERSIBILITY OF THE LIMIT PROCESS

In this appendix, we prove Lemma 5.7 and simply write ¢4 1 = Sa.k,m, kK = m.

Proof of Lemma 5.7. We start by introducing an auxiliary continuous-time Markov chain
on Zj, with rate function (cf. (5.1)—(5.3))

ra(n, ) ifneQy,
S(’I’], ) =

| (B.1)
r?(nv') 1f77€Ak-

In words, the above dynamics follows the rule of A4 j in Qy, while that of By, in Aj. (Remark
that this is not a SIP-dynamics.) Now, recall the definition of €y, ,,, from (5.8) and, similarly,
introduce the set

Apm={C€Bp:{z eV iG>0} =m} .

Observe that this auxiliary chain can jump from €y, ,,, to either Ay, ,,, or Ay, i1 (if m < k—1),
but a jump from € ,, to Ay, has rate zero to backtrack.

Now, fix m < k—1. We claim that this dynamics, restricted to Q4 ., UA 141, is reversible
with respect to ¢4 5. For this purpose, it suffices to consider pairs 7,{ = n —d, + 9, €
Qm U A i1 (hence, 1, > 1); rates are zero otherwise. If n € Qp, and § € Q4 (such
that n, = 1), then

R o
§d,k(77) ré,k(m f) = Cgy Nz Oy H — = Cgy a:cfy H = Sa k d,k(& 77) .
zeV "= zGV
n2>0 £:>0

If n € Qo and € € A pp11 (such that 7, > 2), we have

gd,k(n) ré,k("?v = Cxy nmay H — = Cgy gacgy H = Ga, k rk (éa 77) .

zEV zEV
7:>0 £.>0
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If n,& € A mt1, we have

& &
§ol,k(77) PE(?% 5) = Cgy NxTy H = = Cry gxfy H g_z = gol,k(g) rf(fa 77) .
zev 'l zeV %
772>0 §z>0
This shows that ¢4 is reversible for the Markov chain described in (B.1), restricted to
Qm U Ag 1. Furthermore, by (5.7), we have, for all distinct 7,& € Qj

Sak(n) ré\jlk(naf) = Sa,k(n) Z rék(ﬁ: ¢) P? [7e = 10,] -
CEAR m+1

Following (By(t))i>0, from ¢ € Ap 41 to arrive at £ € Q p,, the trajectory must stay in
Al m+1. Thus, by reversibility, the right-hand side is equal to

gd,k(f) Z rék(é.? C) P? [Tﬂ = TQk] = §@,k(§) réﬁk(i? 77) .
CEAL m+1

This concludes the proof of the lemma. O
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